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The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter: 


LONDON, MARCH 5, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


We nave, on several occasions, called the attention of solicitors 
to the necessity of their having in court, on the hearing of cases 
which involve questions of the construction of a will, the probate 
copy of the will. In a case of this kind before Mr. Justice Nortx 
on Tuesday last, the probate copy of the will -was not forth- 


* coming when his lordship asked for it, and he at first said that he 


should order the case to stand over, and that the plaintiff's solicitor 
must pay the costs of the day. He said that he ‘could not deal 
with the construction of a will in the absence of the probate copy. 
The plaintiff's counsel explained that the probate copy was in the 


hands of the country solicitor, who had not sent it to the London | i 


agents. His lordship said that it was the duty of the London 
agents to see that all the necessary documents were sent to them, 
and it was the duty of the country solicitor to send them. Ulti- 
mately, upon the representation of the plaintiff’s counsel that the 
will was not an intricate one, his lordship consented to go on with 
the hearing with the aid of an ordinary copy of the will. 





Tue Soxrcrrors (Inztanp) Brix, which is passing through the 
House of Lords, is in the main a re-enactment of the Attorneys 
and Solicitors (Ireland) Act, 1866, with the incorporation of the 


’ provisions, or certain of the provisions, of the English Solicitors 


_ Acts of 1874 and 1877, and of the 


4 unqualified persons. 


provision of the English 
Solicitors Act, 1843 (s. 32), prohibiting solicitors from acting for 
The effect, in case the Bill should pass, 
will be to place the Irish Incorporated Law Society in ically 
the same position, as regards control of examinations, and functions 


- of a representative character and for the protection of the profes- 


sion, as has long been occupied by the English Society. It is 
rather surprising that this position should not already have been 
attained by the energetic Irish Society; the severest critic of 
the authorities in Chancery-lane will be unable to deny the 
benefits which the profession in England have derived from the 
legislative recognition of the representative character of the English 
society, and from the exercise of the powers conferred upon them. 





On Twespay tast Mr. Justice Norrm referred to some of the 


inconveniences which result from the present system of bringi 


before the court by originating summons, under order 55, questions 


' which arise in the administration of estates. In the particular 


case which was before the learned judge, the court was asked by 
originating summons to say whether the trustees of a will would 


a be justified in postponing the sale of an hotel which the testator 


, by his will, directed to be sold. His-lordship said that, as 


> often happened in cases of the kind,-he was placed in great diffi- 


~ culty as to matters with which he should have no difficulty in 


nt 


dealing if he were executing the trusts of the will in an action 


' brought for that purpose. He felt quite unable to give the trustees 


& 


ci the same discretion as he should himself have in such an action. 


All he could say was that upon the evidence the trustees would 


_ be justified in postponing the sale of the hotel for the present 
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. omy Srancey’s Railway and Canal Traffic Bill does not differ 
Materially from the successively-introduced measiifes in pari 
wnatorid of Mr. Cuaupentary and Mr. Mouwperta, the chief differ- 
ences consisting in the constitution of the Railway Commission and 
in an elaboration of the scheme for Parliamentary revision of rates. 
It is now proposed that the Commission (which is entirely to 

the existing one) is to consist of as itiany as six mem- 
bers, three permanently appointed, and three to act ex officio. Of 
the three permanent members, one is to be “a lawyer of experi- 
ence,” and as the present legal commissioner certainly satisfies 
that description, his appointment would be the best that could 
be made, and this solution of the difficulty Would, as we 
suggested in connection with Mr. Muxpetta’s Bill last year, have 
theadvantage of saving a retiring pension. The ex officio mem- 
bers are to be all judges—one for England, one for Scotland, and 
one for Ireland, the ez officio commissioner for each country to be 
one of the judges of the superior court of the country ; and when- 
ever acase of importance is heard, the éx officio commissioner for 
the ogg” hg which the ease is being heard is to attend and 
preside. e practical difficulty in working this scheme will con- 
sist in calling away a judge from the ordinary business of the 
superior court in each country to sit upon the commission. The 
scheme for the Parliamentary revision of rates appears to have 
been modified with the view of giving the companies longer time 
to oppose revision ; but we observe with regfet that no specific 
rales are laid down to guide the Board of Trade in ‘“ themselves 
preparing a scheme which is, in their opinion, a fair classification 
of traffic, and schedule of rates and charges,” nor is any provision 
directed to the important object of simplifying the present toll 
clauses, and lessening the number of those “millions of rates” of 
which traffic managers are so proud. The clause dealing with 
appeals provides for an appeal direct to the Court of Appeal—a 
very strong innovation, which may, however, be defended—with a 
es ag gy - et to os House of Lords. We doubt the 

0 eave to appeal,” and think that an appeal, if 
Seeuhedy slionll be a matter of right. ag 





THe RECENT DecIston of the Court of Appeal in the cages of 
Re Van Duzer and Re Leaf, Sons, & Co. (reported in last week’s 
Weerty Reporter, p. 294; also ants, p. 258), that the words 
“Melrose Favourite Hair Restorer” and “ Electric Velveteen” are 
not registrable under the Patents Act, 1863, as “ fancy words 

‘not in common use,” will probably have caused much dismay 
to the commercial community. When the Trade-Marks Regis 
tration Act of 1875 was being framed it was found so difficult 
to distinguish words which ought to be recognized as trade- 
marks from words which onght not, that the knot was cut 
by excluding them from registration altogether, except in cases in 
which they had teen used prior to the Act. It was felt to be too 
strong a step to exclude such old trade-marks, and a proviso was 
therefore appended to the definition of registrable trade-marks, by 
which old marks consisting of ‘special and distinctive words”. 
were allowed to be registered. This exclusion of word trade-marks 
from registration, except in cases of old user, was felt by the trading 
population to be a grievance, depriving them, as it did, of the bene- 
fits of the Act for the most valuable class of trade-marks of all. There 
can be no doubt that the trade-mark most prized is the trade- 
mark which consists of the name by which an article is to be 
known, as the name of » brand of cigats or of a special toilet 
article. And the recognition of such names in almost all the 
countries in the world, especially in the United States, added to 
the grievance of the English traders, whose rights had always been 

( Protected in the United Kingdom before the Act of 1875. Ac- 

co Belge the Act of 1883 was being drafted, one of the 
al in the previous Act which was most generally demanded 

‘wasthe amendment of the definition of registrable trade-marks in such 

& manner 4s to include special and distinctive words first used after 
1875. ‘Nothing less than this would place traders who commenced 

Business after that year on an equal footing with those who were 

in business before it, and an alteration intended to meet the diffi- 
culty ‘was accordingly made in the definition. Unfortunately, 

However, a8 it now turns out, the Legislature, instead of using the 

same ession—‘‘ special and distinctive words”—which had 
been in the earlier Act, and which was repedted as to eld 





marks in the new Act, thought fit to employ the expression, q 


“fancy word or words not in common use.” The question which 
the Court of Appeal had to decide was, What was meant by this 


phrase? The court has dealt with this question as if the expres- 4 


sion “‘ fancy word ” were introduced for the first time into use by 
the Act, whereas, in point of fact, it is an expression which has 
been in common commeftidl use for a considerable number of 
years, and which has acquired a perfectly intelligible and well- 
understood meaning. When the phrase was introduced into the 
Act it was accepted by commercial men as satisfactory, because 
they understood it to mean in the Act what they had always 
tenlonsined it to méam previotis to the Act—viz., any word which 
was not naturally appropriate to the goods to which it was applied, 
such as ‘‘Dog’s head” beer, ‘Two elephant” soap, and so on. 
According to their understanding, the word might be either an old 
word or a newly-coined dre, so long only as it was not descriptive 
of the goods or of some quality of them. And it was in this way 
that the Registry Office at first understood the expression, 
for hundreds of trade-marks of this kind were registered 
after the Act of 1883 came into operation. Then some 
acute intellect suggested that a narréwer interpretation of the 
phrase might be possible; applications began to be refused, and 
the Court of Appeal has now accepted to a considerable extent, 
though not in toto, the new contention of the office, and has 
refused to recognize cither of the words above mentioned as 
registrable. The evidence shewed that no one had ever heard of 
‘« Melrose Hair Restorer” or of “Electric Velveteen ” before the 
applicants had used them ; that, according to commercial phrase- 
ology, either was a fancy term; and that each was universally 
accepted as equivalent to the name of the makers. The point on 


which the decision appears to be most questionable is this, Did the - q 


Legislature adopt the expression ‘‘fancy word” as an expression 
of its own invention, or did it adopt it as an expression with an 
existing signification? If the former was the case, then the Court 
of Appeal was undoubtedly justified in placing upon the expression 
any interpretation it thought fit. If the latter was the case, then 
it would appear that the court should have ascertained what was 
the established signification of the expression, and, if it had done so, 
there can be little doubt that the result would have been different. 
The first of the two expressions was geographical in character, the 
second of a more general character, but neither was connected in 
any way with the goods, and in such cases not only commercial 
men, but judges of the highest eminence, had qualified similar 
words as ‘fancy names.” We have not space to go into the 
matter at greater length, but the net result of the decision is to 
overrule three judges of first instance, and to disappoint the 
reasonable hopes of the trading community, and it can hardly be 
expected that they will be satisfied without an appeal to the House 
of Lords, and, if that fails, an agitation for a further amendment 
of the definition in the Act. ; 





A sopictaL Dvrenpretation of the terms of R. 8. C., 1883, 
LII., 4, which should govern the practice under that order as 
to what affidavits it is necessary to serve together witha notice of 
motion for attachment, is exceedingly desirable, seeing that any 
such motion concerns the liberty of the subject, and that it is 
undesirable that a person should remain in prison while the courts 
are deciding that he is improperly there. The words of the rule 
which require interpretation are as follows:—‘ Where any such 
motion is founded on evidence by affidavit, a copy of any affidavit 
intended to be used shall be served with the notice of motion.” Mr. 
Justice Pearson decided (Whitham v. Whitham, 29 Soxzcrrors’ 
Jounwat, 707, and Schirges v. Schirges, 30 Soxrcrrons’ Jovrnat, 
403) that this rule does not apply to an affidavit which is merely 
to give formal proof of the service of an order; but in Re Lysaghi, 
Blythe v. Baumgartner (ante, p. 233), Mr. Justice Nonra declined 
to follow these decisions. It is expedient that the question should 
be settled whether the motion for an attachment is founded on 
the proof that the order which has been disobeyed was duly 
served. It might have been supposed that the motion was founded 
on disobedience, and that the affidavit proving the disobedience 
would be the i evidence which the defendant would 
have to meet. But until the question is settled it will not be 
safe to rely on the decisions of Mr. Justice Pzansow. 
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THE GLEBE LANDS BILL. 


“Tae Glebe Lands Act, 1887,” a Bill for which has lately been 
introduced into the House of Lords by the Government, may 
probably be useful, but, according to out usual English practice, it 
is too late. If it had been carried before land had lost, or nearly 
lost, its saleable value, it would have been a Fg boon to the 
countty clergy; the immediate advantage of the Act, now that 
land is a drug in the market, is problematical, though even how 
there must be cases in which a sale will be advantageous to the 
incumbent, for the glebe may be thrown on his hands, and he may 
not have either the capital or the skill to cultivate it. A - 
tion, full of terror to poor incumbents, has been made that ct 
to cultivate the glebe in a husbandmanliké manner is a dilapidation ; 
this, however, is not the case, and an incumbent whose glebe is 
thrown on his hands may safely allow it to fall out of cultivation 
(Bird vy. Relph, 4 B. & Ad. 826). 

The mechanism of the Act is somewhat complicated. The 
incumbent may, after notice to the bishop and patfon, apply te the 
Land Commissioners to sell, or approve the sale, of the glebe latid, 
except the parsonage-house alt the land used or convetiietit to 
be enjoyed therewith. If the Land Commissioners ate satisfied 
that the sale will be for the benefit of the benefice, and if neither 
the bishop nor patron object, or if they object and the commis- 
siohers think that their objection ought not to prevent the sale, 
they may sell or approve the sale, Surely it would suffice to 
require the approval of the Land Commissioners, without any 
notice being given to the bishop and the patron. It is not to be 
supposed that the bishop will be able dally to form any 
opinion as to the propriety of a sale; he will necessarily act ufider 
the aiivice of a surveyor. We need not say low ruinous the 
costs of this willbe. lf the patronis a game preserver, and the 
land proposed to be sold is contiguous to his preserves, he will cer- 
tainly oppose a sale which will probably cause the erection of 
cottages; and it may be added that the very fact of his having a 
voice in the matter may excite the proverbial hostility between 
squire and parson. 

The purchase-money is to be paid to the Land Commissioners 
whether they conduct the sale or not, and they are to apply it, 
after payment of costs, im one of several modes to be selected. by 
the incumbent, with the approval of the Land Commissioners. 
The authorized investments are (1) Governtnent securities or 
debenture stock of any railway com in Great Britain or 
Ireland incorporated by special Act of Parliament and having 
for at least ten years paid a dividend on its ordinary stock or 
shares ; (2) the redemption of land tax, chief rent, or quit rent, 
charged on any part of the glebe which is not sold, to merge in the 
glebe. Though the investments expreasly authorized are but few, 
and it appears by the debate in the House of Lords that only the 
specified investments are intended to be allowed, any lawyer but 
moderately versed in the law must be aware that many invest- 
ments not mentioned in the Act are authorized (see Wolstenholme 
and Turner Oonv. Act, 97; Biphinstone Introd. Conv. 289). 
For instance, investments may be miade on teal securities in the 
United Kingdom, including heritable bonds in Scotland, stock of 
the Bank of England or Ireland, East India Stock, securities the 
interest whereon is guaranteed by Parliament. 

The power does not, however, extend to a class of investments 
which ought to have been e authorized—namely, those of 
which the general object is to ne os the parsonage-house and 
unsold glebe lands. There is, at , as much reason for allow- 


ing an incumbent to cause moneys arising from the sale of glebe | ; 


lands to be laid out in permanent improvements as there is for 
allowing a tenant for life te cause moneys arising from the sale 
of settled land to be laid out in this manner. are Acts 
enabling incumbents to improve the parsoriage-house and glebe, 
pataok ingmeor MegtrcrgE eesemes fons oe : these Acts 
generally provide that the money is to be oa 
the living or by a mortgage of the endowment: We can see fo 
reason against allowing moneys arising from the sale of glebe lands 
to be applied for any of the above-mentioned purposes, or in paying 
off an existing charge on the living. 

The endowment trustees, im whose names the investments are 
to be made, consist of the incumbent, the bi and the patron, 
or, in certain cases, his nominee; are Pro- 
vision is made for the case where the incumbent is liable for 
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COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE LAND. 
(II.) COVENANTS IN GENERAL (concluded). 


In dealing with covenants relating to the use of land, we have 
thus discussed thoroughly the manner in which the burden of them 
may be made binding on successive owners. We shall now, as 
before, take up the benefit of the covenant, and see in the same 
manner how it can be annexed to the land. 

(b.) The benefit.—It frequently happens that a vendor of land 
wishes to obtain some advantage for other land which he retains. 
The main point to be considered here is that such benefit must be 
really connected with the land retained, as the vendor cannot 
create rights unconnected with the use or enjoyment of it, and 
annex them to it. This was decided in Ackroyd v. Smith (1850, 
10 C. B. 164). There, upon the conveyance of lands to A., a 
right of way not connected with the use of them was given to 
him. A. assigned to B., who claimed the right of way, but 
without success. It was said by Cresswell, J., that, as a covenant 
for such a right would not run with the land, not being incident 
to it, so the right itself could not be annexed. In this case the 
benefit was given to the purchaser, but the principle is, of course, 
the same where it is secured by the vendor. So, again, in Bailey 
v. Stephens (1862, 12 C. B. N. 8. 91), it was laid down by Willes, 
J., that, for a benefit to run with land, it must be a benefit to the 
owner as owner of the land. And in Ellis v. Mayor of Bridg- 
north (1863, 15 C. B. N. S. 52) these two cases were quoted and 
followed. There a prescriptive right was set up to have free stalls 
in the market-place opposite certain houses adjoining it, and it was 
held that this benefit was sufficiently connected with the houses to 
run with them. But, as we have already remarked, the point 
was made the subject of special examination by Cotton, L.L, 
in Austerberry v. Corporation of Oldham (1885, 29 Ch. D. 776). 
In that case it was held that the benefit of the covenant did not 
run because it was not closely enough connected with the land, 
though Fry, L.J., was not altogether satisfied on the point. 

It seems, however, that a vendor does not annex the benefit of a 
covenant to laud by merely entering into it. It may indeed be of 
importance to himself alone, and there is good authority for saying 
that a purchaser does not take it unless he has notice of it, and 
unless it really forms part of the subject-matter of his purchase. 
This was laid down by Hall, V.C., in Renale v. Cowlishaw (1878, 
26 W. R. 754). It is to be noticed, too, that the matter does 
not now depend upon the form of the covenant—i.e., whether 
assigns are mentioned or no; for by the Conveyancing Act, s. 58, it 
is provided that a covenant relating to land of inheritance shall be 
deemed to be made with the covenantee, his heirs and assigns, and 
shall have effect as if heirs and assigns were expressed. 
ite But the most important cases at present, both as regards the benefit 
and the burden of the covenant, are those in which an estate is laid 
out for building, and the purchasers of the several plots are bound 
by certain common rules and restrictions. The doctrine of notice has 
made it easy to secure the uniformity required. Thus in What- 
man v. Gibson (1838, 9 Sim. 196), A., upon the sale of his estate 
in lots, made it a preliminary condition that each purchaser should 
observe certain stipulations, and there was a covenant in a deed to 
be executed by A. and all the purchasers that none of them should 
be an innkeeper. B. and C. were two such purchasers who 
executed the deed. B. assigned to W. and C. to G., who took with 
notice. This was before Tulk v. Morhay, but Sir Lancelot Shad- 
well, V.C., had no difficulty in holding that the agreement, though 
personal to the parties executing the deed, was nevertheless 
binding on all coming in with notice. Soin Coles v. Sime (1853, 
Kay, 56, 5 D. M. & G. 1), in the original agreements with 

ers a certain covenant was entered into, and somewhat 
elaborate machinery was designed for making it binding in the sub- 
sequent conveyances; bnt it was held binding between assigns 
from the original purchasers merely by force of the agreement of 
which they had notice. Jay v. Richardson (1862, 31 L. J. Ch. 
$98) is an instructive case of the same kind. A. laid his estate 
out for building. He demised lot x. to B. for an inn, and 
covenanted to have no other on the estate. Lot y. he let to C., who 
covenanted not to use it for the sale of beer, &c. Subsequently 
the reversion in lot y. came to K., who purchased ©.’s lease and 
to build a public-house. But he had notice of C.’s covenant 

was bound by it. 

In the above cases there was a general plan of building, and, 





where this is so, there is little difficulty in enforcing the covenants 
relating to it. Such general plan though is, of course, not essen- 
tial. Thus in Mann v. Stephens (1846, 15 Sim. 877) the 
covenant related to two adjacent plots only, but it was equally 
binding on the ground of notice. But where there is a general 
plan, and each purchaser in turn binds himself, this is in itself a 
reason why he should have the benefit of the vendor’s covenant as 
against the rest, and so it was held in Child v. Douglas (1854, Kay, 
560). But the whole matter was discussed and the cases care- 
fully examined in Keates v. Lyon (1869, 5 Ch. 218). There A. 
conveyed land to B., who covenanted as to the nature and value 
of the buildings to be erected. There was no general building 
plan, but A. conveyed other plots toC.andD. C. and D. were not 
shewn to have entered into any covenants. Subsequently A. 
bought back the land from B.; and C. and D. sought to maintain 
that it was still charged in the hands of A. with the burden of the 
covenant for their benefit. The court, after referring to the in- 
fluence of Tulk v. Moxhay on the burden of covenants, said :— 

‘‘ The questions which have arisen with respect to the devolution of 
the benefit of covenants of this kind have been decided upon similar 
principles, and equally without reference to any technical distinc- 
tions depending on the covenants running or not running with the 
land.” 

Then, after examining Whatman v. Gibson, Coles v. Sims, and 
Western v. MacDermott (1 Eq. 499), Selwyn, L.J., proceeded to 
say :— 

‘« In all these cases the judgment of the court is based upon clear 
evidence of intention and contract, supported by mutual covenants, 
and relating to a particular and defined portion of land agreed to be 
laid out and dealt with according to @ prescribed plan. 

In Mann v. Stephens there was indeed no general plan, but there 
were, at least, covenants by each purchaser. But in the case in 
question neither of these elements was present, and the court said 
that the contention that the benefit of the covenant 1s, as of course, 
attached to the land, is unsupported either by principle or 
authority, and would greatly interfere with the free alienation of 
landed estates. Thus it appears that it is comparatively easy to 
make the benefit of covenants run with different plots where there 
is a general plan of building; but otherwise it is necessary, either 
that the purchaser should have had notice of the covenant and 
made its benefit part of the subject-matter of his purchase, or that 
he should have bound himself by a similar covenant. Of course 
the plan of building must be actually fixed at the commencement, 
but in Schreiber v. Creed (1839, 10 Sim. 9) it was to be subject to 
alteration by the vendor; hence the original purchasers who had 
covenanted in accordance with it had no remedy when the vendor 
afterwards sold other plots subject to different covenants. 

It must not be supposed, however, that covenants will be en- 
forced in equity regardless of change of circumstances. It was, 
indeed, pointed out by the Real Property Commissioners (Third 
Report, p. 55) that one great advantage of leaving covenants 
entirely to equity lay in the elasticity with which equity could 
treat them, an elasticity not possible if they ran with the land at 
law. The court might thus refuse to enforce them when change 
of circumstances or considerations of public policy made it 
desirable. A good instance of this is afforded by Duke of Bedford 
v. Trustees of British Musewm (1822, 2 My. & K. 552), where the 
trustees were allowed to build in violation of the original covenant, 
inasmuch as the successors of the covenantee had themselves 
permitted the character of the rest of the estate to be altered. At 
any rate, Lord Eldon, who called to his assistance Sir T. Plumer, 
M.R., declined to interfere, and left the Duke to his remedy at 
law. y 

(3.) Covenants for title and for the production of title deeds.— 
With regard to covenants for title, we have, of course, only to 
consider the benefit of the covenant as running with the land sold. 
There is no question of the burden binding any land which the 
vendor retains ; it falls ee | on the vendor and those who take his 
estate, real or personal. But, so far as the benefit is concerned, 
this runs with the purchaser’s land according to the rules which 
have been laid down for covenants at law generally—that is, it 
runs on the ground of privity of estate. This was settled in 
Middlemore v. Goodale (1639, Cro. Car. 503). There G. enfeoffed 
J. 8., and covenanted for further assurance. J. 8S. conveyed to M., 
who requested G. for further assurance to levy a fine. G. refused, 
but it was held that the covenant ran with the land, and so he was 
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bound. The fact that this was based on privity of estate was 
brought out in Campbell v. Lewis (1820, 3 B. & Ald. 392). A., 
a lessee, assigned his term to B., and covenanted for quiet enjoy- 
ment. B. assigned to C., who was evicted by the lessor for a breach 
of covenant committed by A. The court no doubt that C. 
took the benefit of B.’s covenant on the ground of privity. 

The only point, then, to be noticed is, that special provision is 
made by the Conveyancing Act in respect to covenants for title 
implied under that Act. It is enacted in section 7 (6) that the 
benefit of such covenants shall be annexed and incident to, and 
shall go with, the estate or interest of the implied covenantee, and 
shall be capable of being enforced by every person in whom that 
estate or interest is, for the whole or any part thereof, from time 
to time vested. The effect of this is to do away with the necessity 
for privity of estate between the original covenanting ies ; but 
it must be noticed that the covenant is made to run only with the 
estate of the covenantee, and so a door is left open for the subtleties 
of privity of estate between successive assignees. This subject was 
treated of in our third article, and it was there seen that, to insure 
safety, a covenant should be entered into with the grantee to uses, 
inasmuch as the benefit would be attached to each use as it came 
into existence. But this is, in fact, the case with the implied 
covenants in question. It is provided by eection 7 (1) that they 
shall be deemed to be made with the person to whom the convey- 
ance is made, and upon a conveyance to uses this is the grantee to 
uses. 

As to covenants to produce title deeds, on the other hand, these 
only apply where a vendor retains land in his hands, or where, 
upon a sale of the same estate in lots, the deeds are handed over 
to one among several purchasers. The question as to whether the 
burden of covenants of this description runs with the land in the 
hands of alienees has been a vexed one. Lord St. Leonards con- 
cludes his discussion of the subject by strongly advocating that it 
should, upon the ground, chiefly, that, as the deeds are attached to 
the land as a benefit, so it is not unreasonable that the burden 
of the covenant to produce them, at the request of the other 
parties interested, should be attached to the land also. But 
with this, as with other covenants, the matter has ceased to 
be very material, for, even if the covenant should not ran with the 
land at law, yet there is no doubt that the successors in title of 
the purchaser would have a right in equity to enforce the produc- 
tion of the deeds against persons claiming and holding them through 
the vendor. The Conveyancing Act, too, has here introduced a 
very useful reform by substituting for the old covenants an 
acknowledgment of the right of production and an undertaking for 
safe custody of documents. The exact nature of such acknow- 
ledgment and undertaking, and the liabilities incident thereto, are 
very carefully defined in section 9, and we need not here reproduce 
them. The general effect, however, is to make the legal right 
to production co-extensive with the equitable right. Also the 
personal liability of the original covenantor ceases upon his 
properly partiag with the documents, and his obligations are 
transferred to each subsequent possessor, but for the period only of 
his possession (Wolstenholme & Turner Conv. Act, note tos. 9). 
The manner in which this matter has been settled may well arouse 
regret that the many other vexed points with respect to covenants 
to which we have referred could not have been settled at the same 
time. 








THE SOLICITORS’ PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


At the recent general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society the 
president stated that the council had made certain alterations in the 
regulations as to the preliminary examination which would have the 
effect of raising its standard, but, as the i were then before 
the judges, he was unable to enter into details. We have not as yet 
heard whether the judges have dissented from the altera- 
tions, or what their precise nature is. Pending an official arnounce- 
ment to this effect, it may not be uninteresting to give a short 
account of the preliminary examination. 

Up to the year 1860 no examination previous to articles was 
necessary, and no particular amount of knowledge of any description 
was required, and the course of studies pursued in the office was left 
entirely to the choice of the pupil. This was a highly unsatisfactory 
state of things, because, in order to. enuble ? pemee mening 
become a solicitor to perform his professional duties in a proper 
manner, he should, before he enters into articles, possess a good 
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admitted as a solicitor, possess, at all events, a moderate acquaint- 
ance with the subjects required for the preliminary examination. In 
no other profession are persons allowed to enter by a back-door, and 
there seems to be no reason for an exception made in the case 
of solicitors. ‘The business of a solicitor brings him in contact with 
all classes of the community, and in his intercourse with his clients 
it is essential that he malta to senate meee eee 
man, bu. the chances are y against being able to do this 
unless he has had a general education. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
TRANSFER OF BEERHOUSE CERTIFICATES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

»-—While quite agreeing with your article in last week’s issue on 
subject, will you allow me to point out that transfers are effected 
section 4, not section 14, of the Act of 9 Geo. 4, 0. 61; section 

that providing for emergencies other than simple transf. rs ? 

4 zt enables justices to grant transfers “‘in the exer- 
their ion,” and this section is one of those by the Act of 
made icable to beerhouses, and it is difficult to see how 
in the earlier Act (1869) can cut down this provision, As 
ip, too, it would appear by the report of Lord Coleridge's 
judgment in the Blackheath case, that the court was of opinion that 
@ licence might be lost at a transfer meeting, but the licence does 
not lapse by a refusal to transfer, and there is nothing to prevent the 
licensee taking back the premises or procuring a more eligible trans- 
feree, and meantime the justices are bound (apart from the “ four 

”*) to renew the licence to the holder or his representatives, 

it is submitted, therefore, that there is no such hardship as the 
seemed to contemplate. These latter observations, as well as 
own, apply equally, mutatis mutandis, to a: ory wy under 
4th section, and appearto bear out your view that the restric- 

of section 19 of the Act of 1869, as amended hy that of 1870, 
relate to annual meetings, and not to the intermediate sessions. 
msy mention that the Act 45 & 46 Vict c. 34, referred to at the 

the article, and which supersedes (as to beer only) section 8 of 

Act of 1869, is considered to relate, like that section, to new 

Section 19 of the latter Act is not ce eigenen and the 
of the former Act are hardly strong enough to apply to re- 
Wire adaobpre. 
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23, Gordon-street, Gordon-square, W.C., March 1. 





COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE LAND. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal, ] 


Bir,—It is with some surprise that I find the writer of the instruc- 
tive articles under this heading quietly accepting the decision in 
Luker vy, Dennis. 1 expected to fin him denouncing it energetically. 
May I shortly re-state its purport? A. granted a lease to B. of 

blic-house, and made B. covenant that all beer to be sold in that 
ee also in another house (held on lease by B. from a different 
landlord) should be bought from A. Mr. Justice Fry held an assignee 
of this other house bound by that covenant. 

I really think that a more outrageous straining of the doctrine of 
cannot be made for the purpose of placing burdens upon 
vac ma The doctrine of notice, invented in Tulk v. Morhay and 

by Wilson v. Hart, has come to be applied very much to 
~ the trading covenants relating to beer, and, in spite of the explana- 
tion y given that 7k v. Morhay applies only to restric- 
tive covenants, it is made to apply where the covenant can by no 
straining of language be deemed restrictive. Let us apply Luker v. 
Dennis to circumstances one step beyond those that existed. Suppose 
that the covenantor surrendered the lease of bis other house. ould 
the freeholder have been bound to all time, or for any time, by the 
foolish covenant of his tenant? If not, how can the freeholder be 
¢ upon as having different rights from those of another 
assignee? But if he is bound, what s monstrous thing it is! 

It is @ great pity that decisions so unreasonable, inequitable, and 
vicious owing to the mercy of a poor litigant whose courage 
or means fall short of the Appeal Court. Your approval makes one 
the less hopeful of getting rid of such a case ; but Mr. Challis, as you 

uote him, shews that there is a possibility that the “ absard 
” to which the principle of notice has been carried may some 
dey be dealt with by lights superior to that of Luker v. Dennis, if, 
it is not virtually upset by Austerberry v Corporation of 


Cur. Pace DEANE. 
3, Union-court, Old Broad-street, E.C., March 1. 


(The <i of the articles is to state the law, not to criticize or ap- 
Ye it. It appears that, while most other points have been simpli- 
and settled by statute, the Legislature has not yet ventured to enact 

the rules relating to the burden of covenants. If it ever dues so, the 
effect these have had on particular trades may have to be considered. 
It seems clear, however, that the doctrine of Luker v. Dennis 
(7 Ch. D. 227) would not have the extreme effect which our corres- 
feers in his hypothetical change of circumstances. Stated 

» the case was as follows. A., a brewer, let a public-house z. 

to B. B. already had a lease of a public-house y. from C. In the 
get all the beer for #, and y. from A, 


lease of x, B. covenanted to 
This it, therefore, was collaters| to the lease of y., and D., the 


covenan 
assignee of y., would not have been bound had he not had actual 


tho foes of toy thon slobough 
e ° ” ’ 

sitiler oad notice, yet this would only affect the house for the rest 
of the term; the covenant was y limited to the residue of the 
existing tenancy of y., and, apart from this, it is clear that no act of 
the tenant 
y. then, if he. chooses to acce 
ordinary assignee.—-ED. 8. J. 


@ surrender, is no worse off than an 





CASES OF THE WEEK, 
RICHARDS ». JENKINS, O- A. No. 1, 1st March. 
Baxxauproy—InrserLeaDER—Exsgcurion Oreprron—Jvus Teari. 





This the plaintiff from the decision of the Divisional 
Court (Wills rates Aa 5), reported 34 W. R. 739. The defendant 
had recovered which execution 


udgment against one Williams, u 
was issued, ay certain goods inthe possesion of Williams wore eed, 
The plaintiff, prior to i884, had let the in question to Williams ‘i 
but in that year he became bankrupt. His trustee in bankruptcy d 
not know that he had the in question, and he concealed 
the fact frem his trastee, but contin to receive payment for the hire 
of the . Upon the goods being seiged he claimed them, and an 
interpleader issue was ordered and was remitted for trial to the county 
court. The county court judge held that the defendant could not set up 
the title of the plaintiff's trustee in bankruptcy to defeat the plaintiff's 
claim. The Divisional Court reversed this decision on the ground that 
the execution creditor, being, primd facie, in possession, he could shew that 
the bointift bad no right to the goods, and could set up the title of the 
trustee for t ’ 

Tus Cover ( Esuzr, M.R., Bowzn and Fry, L.JJ.), _— this 
decision, but on other —- Lord Esuzr, -» Said th it was 
incorrect to say that t eynentin anetiaer: es. 2n: passaalen. The 
sheriff, upon » was in as the officer of the court, and 
his possession was the of the law, and not of eitherparty. The 
be decided was whether at the moment before the sheriff 
seized the s the claimant had any right to them. The right which he 
undow! y had at the time he let the had on his bank- 
ruptey to his trustee. The exection debtor had psid rent to the claimant 
since the bankruptcy ; but that would only create an onepeet as against 
him and prevent him from saying that the claimant no title. The 
execution creditor did not claim through the execution debtor, but against 
him by the operation of law, and therefore the estoppel did not affect 
him, por did the estoppel create any interest in the claimant in the goods. 
He had, therefore, no claim as against the execution creditor, and the 
appeal must be dismissed, — Counser, R. V, Welliams ; Glascodine. 
Soxicrrors, Carter ¢ Church ; Richard White, for J. R. Richards, Swansea. 
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THOMAS v. DOUGHTY—C. A. No. 2, 2nd March. 


Arpgat—Szcovarry ror Costs—Costs or Inretevant Evivence—R. 8. O., 
1888, LVIII., 15 ; LXV., 27 (20). 

This was a motion by the plaintiff that the defendant might be ordered 
to give security for the costs of an of which he had given notice. 
The plaintiff adduced evidence to shew the inability of the defendant 
to pay the costs of the appeal, and also to shew that he had carried on 
other vexatious litigation against the plaintiff. 

Tax Court or Aprzat (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) ordered 
security to be given, but they disallowed the costs of the plaintiff's 
affidavits so far as they related to the alleged vexatious litigation, in which 
respect they held that the affidavits were irrelevant.—CounsgeL, Colt ; 
Costelloe. Soxicrrons, G. J. Eady; R. D. Teanby. 


THE NORTH CENTRAL WAGON CO. ». THE MANCHESTER, 
SHEFFIELD, AND LINCOLNSHIRE RAILWAY 00.—C. A. No. 2, 
24th February. 


Raruway Company—Lien ror Torts—Ramways Ciavses ConsoLipATion 
Act, 1845, s. 97. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Bacon, V.O. (34 W. R. 430, 32 
Ch. D. 477, 30 Sourcrrors’ Journat, 337), the question being as to the 
construction of section 97 of the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
which provides that, ‘If, on demand, ony pemen fail to pay the tolls due 
in respect of any carriage or goods, it s be lawful for the company to 
detain and sell such carriage, or all or any part of such 8, or, it the 
same shall have been removed from the premises of the company, to 
detaic and sell any other or 8 within such premises belong- 
ing to the party liable to pay such , and out of the moneys arising 
from such sale to retain the tolle payable as aforesaid, and all charges and 
expenses of such detention and sele, rendering the overplus, if any, of the 
moneys arising from such sale, and such of the carriages or goods as shall 
remain unso)d, to the person entitled thereto, or it shall be awful for the 
company to recover any such tolls by action at law,”’ Thedefendant com- 

y had detained certain wagons, the property of the plaintiff company, 

ut which had been let by them to a company called the B. Colliery Oo., 
under a hiring agreement, c a lien on them for tolls due from the 
B. Oo. By the Rgoesenemt the pi tiff company let 100 ms to the B. 
Oo. for three years, at a rent payable The plaintiffs were 





y: 
authorized Saas ves one in arrear for seven days, to 
seize the wagons and an end to the agreement. The B. Co., whose 





corresponden. supposes, B. had surrendered 
C. would probably be bound by 9 
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colliery was connected with the defendant 
siding, sent coal in the 100 wagons. from 
siding and on to the railway for transit to their destination, the locomotive 
er being supplied by the defendant company, whe sent their engines 
r the pu on to the siding. The wagons bore the name-plates of 
the plaintiff company and the B. Co. Monthly accounts were sent by the 
tailway company to the B. Oo., charging against each wagon-load a sum 
for carriage, made up of a charge (authorised by the railway company’s 
Act) for the use of the line, and an additional charge for the.supply 
of lecomotive power. In February, 1885, the B. Oo. ha become 
insolvent, and sum of £237 7s. 10d. being claimed 
company as due to them on the monthly accounts, the defendant com- 
pany detained nine of the wagons which were then on their line, 
a lien on them for the unpaid balance under section 97. Two quarter's 
rent being in arrear under the agreement, the plaintiffs also selend ninety 
one of the wagons, which were not on the rail "s line, and 
brought this action against the railway commen ie elt up of the 
nine wagons which were in their . Bacon, V.O., the 
action, on the ground that the hiring agreement was @ bill of sale, and was 
void under the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, and also that the defendants were 
entitled to the lien which they claimed. On the first the Court of 
Appeal reversed the decision (ante, p. 124). The was afterwards 
heard on the other point. 
Tux Court or Aprzat (Corroy, Luypugy, and Lorzs, L.JJ,) reversed 
the decision on this point also. Oorroy, L,J. L tha’ 
divided into two parts. The first part provided that where there was a 
toll duei n respect of any carriage or goods, the railway company, 
they parted with the carriage or with peed se-qipoke yap of w 
had a right to toll, might demand payment, and if payment of that 
toll was not made, then they might detain either the or the 
in respect of which the toll was demandable—that is, before 
they left the premises of the mea | company or got out of their 
en the second part of the section provided, ‘‘ Or, if 
the same shall have been removed from the premises of the company 
to detain and sell any other carriages or goods to 
party liable to pay such tolls.’”’ The defendant company made 8 
claim in respect of all the journeys on their ion Rev sould by these 
particular nine wagons. In his lordship’s y aggn could have 
claim except in respect of the tolls, if any, due in respect of 
riages d the period for which they been, without ha 
removed, in the possession of the railway company, because the 
of the section did not give any right of retginer or sale in respect 
payable before the property—the carriages or the goods—last cam 
the possession of the railway company, Their og ig limited 
last service, the last journey performed, to the c 
while the goods had been in their possession; and in the 
respect of all the journeys except the last, these 
the possession of the railway company, having gone from their possession 
to the colliery company and come back to them. But had they any claim 
even in respect of any toll due to them for the last journey—that is, 
during the period when they had not been out.of the ion of the 
railway company? The question was, whether it could be said that there 
were any tolls due in respect of these wagons, or any of them? It was 
argued that the tolls given by the special Act, though in form on the coals 
carried, were really tolls in respect, not only of coals, but also of the 
carriages in which the coals were ied, and that otherwise no meaning 
could be given to section 97 (which used the disjunctive words ‘‘in 
respect of any carriage or goods”). But, at the time when the Railways 
Clauses Act was passed, it was evidently contemplated that railways 
should be great highways to be used either by the railway 
companies by their own carriages and their own 
by any ms who brought on to a railway carriages of own 
suitable to ran upon the line. In order to bring the defendant com- 
pany within the frst et of section 97, they must shew that what thoy 
Claimed were really tolls in respect of the i which t to 
detain, and the toll was really given in res of the coal 
a toll im respect of carriages and coal, but a toll on the coal which had 
been carried and in respect of that only. The no doubt 
sidered that it was most convenient to give toll neo the coal and 
respect of the carriage or on the . The claim, therefore 
the first part of section 97 could not be maintained. And, as 
second part of that section, the compeny were only entitled to 
sell or goods which were on their belonging 
party liable to pay such tolls, whatever “tolls” might mean. 
said that they had any right in respect of Fens wegen, WEsee 
time when the action was brought, belonged no longer to th B 
but to the plaintiffs? In his lordship’s opinion it could no 
defendants had a right to detain they had power to sell 
when the Act gave them pone to detain and to sell 
belonging to the party liable for the tolls, it could not 
had power to do so as against another who was the; 
of the carriages or goods. The interest of the B. Co, had been 
and come to en end before this action was brought and the plaintiffs 
title had come to be one in possession. Although the 
by the railway company might have been lawful, yet the 
detention became unlawful when they were informed of 
thip of the wagons and refused to give them up to the 
application by them. The damage would only for 
after the real owners’ title had accrued and they 
their gon. ee es capa ela ’ | 
was pays’ anyone in respect ; 
only in of the coal carried therein. If the 
demand toll for hauling the wagons, they had not 80. 
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por ell Mea og the case to the court. The object and effect of 

were to remedy defects in the register, and to enable the court 

to remove from it that which could not be the subject of a trade-mark. 

It was altogether a different question whether a particular thing was a 

trade-mark proper to be registered. It would be a strained interpretation 

Act to say that on such a question there was an appeal from the 

to the court? when another mode of appeal was provided 

Act. Lanprey and Lorszs, L.JJ., culaxdeel a Ceemnan Aston, 

Q.C., and Chadwyck-Healey; Sir R. Webster, A.G., and Ingle Joyce. 
Sonicrrons, Munns ¢ Longden ; Hare § Co. 


Re OLARKE, COOMBE ». CARTER—Kay, J., 17th, 2ist, and 26th 
February. 
Morroacs— Asstanment or Arrer-AcquirED Property—UnNcertTaiInty— 
“(ENTITLED UNDER ANY Wit. ’’—Drvistete Conrract. 


A mortgagor — all the household goods and live and dead farming 
stock, tenant’s ts and interests of the mo r of, in, or upon any 
now held, or which during this security ht be held by him ; 
all real and personal estate to which he should me entitled under 
will of his father; also all moneys of, or to which he then was, or 
¢ during that security become entitled under any settlement, will, 
document, either in his own right, or as the devisee, legatee, or 
-kin of his father, or any person or ms; also a policy of as- 
surance; also all other, the freehold hereditaments, goods, chattels, 
effects, debts, securities, documents, vouchers, books of account, fixtures 
and mal property of, in, or to which he was, or during that security 

become beneficially seised, possessed, entitled, or interested, with 

to enter and possess. By a second deed he assigned all the free- 

hereditaments, goods, chattels, and effects, debts, securities, docu- 

ments, vouchers, books of account, fixtures, and personal property of, in, 

or to which he was or during that security might become beneficially 

possessed, entitled, or interested. Each of the mortgages con- 

tained an exception of the wearing apparel of the mortgagor and lease- 

hold estate, but such excepted property was to pass on notice. The 

question was whether property subsequently acquired by the mortgagor 

as residuary legatee under a will was bound by the mortgages, or whether 

were void for uncertainty. 

x, J., said that the agreement was divisible and that the case thus 

from the Oficial Receiver v. Tailby (35 W. R. 91,18 Q. B. D. 25). 

The authorities were conclusive as to the part relating to property derived 

under any will, and the fund in question was, therefore, bound by the 

—Counset, Yate Lee; Byrne; Begg. Soxticrrors, Storey ¢ 

Cow for Crick ¢ Freeman, Maldon, Essex; Duffield ¢ Bruty ; Paterson, 
Snow, Blozam, $¢ Kinder, for F. T. Veley, Chelmsford, 


EDEN +. WEARDALE IRON AND COAL CO.—Kay, J., 27th February. 


Pracrice—Tuiep Parry—InrzrrocatTorres—"* PLaintirr on DergnDant”’ 
—Ricut or Turrp Parry ro Inrerrocate Piamrirr—R. 8. O., 1883, 
XXXL,1 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners had been brought into the action as 

third parties, and orders had been made.giving them leave to defend and 

deliver a counter-claim. The counter-claim was struck out by the Court 
of Appeal, and the commissioners obtained leave to withdraw their 
defence. An order was then made that the question between the com- 
missioners and the defendants should be tried after the trial of the action ; 
and that the commissioners should be at liberty to appear at the trial and 
oppose the plaintiff. The plaintiff obtained leave to administer inter- 
ge to the commissioners (Eden v. Weardale Iron and Coal Co., 35 
a R. + the commissioners now applied for leave to interrogate 


Kay, J., said that he was bound by what the Lords Justices had said in 
Béon v. Weardale Iron and Coal Co."(33 W. R. 241, 28 Uh. D. 333), and 


clearly not plaintiffs, so that they did not come within ord. 31, r. 1, and 
could not give them leave to deliver interrogatories, although they 
could themselves be interrogated to any extent.—OounseL, Blakesley and 
Dunham. Souticrrors, White, Borrett, $ Co.; Orossman, Crossman, $ 
Pritchard, for Trotter, Bruce, ¢ Trotter, Bishop Auckland. 
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BERENS +. FELLOWES—Kay, J., 1st March. 


Ssrriement—Constavction—Lirration To Ricut Heres or SrRancer— 
Oo-ng1rs, WHETHER Tenants 1x Common on Jomnt Tenants—InuEnit- 
ancs Acr (3 & 4 Wit. 4, c. 106), ss. 3 anv 4. 


This case raised a curious question, on which it ap that there 
was no direct authority—viz., as to the effect of a limitation by settlement 
2 seth of a person who had no estate of his own in the prop- 

» the question being whether, there being co-heirs, they 
estate in the same shares and with the same incidents as if they 
it from an ancestor on an intestacy, or as if they had been 
inserted by name in the settlement. R. B. De Beauvoir, who 
serge | his will gave certain benefits to his nephews on condition 

led an estate ogee! to them, ed the Downham 
certain trusts which inclu an ultimate limitation to the 
of the testator. R.B. De Beauvoir had no estate of his own 
property. The nephews having elected to take under 
indenture of the 29th of January, 1856, they duly settled 
directed by the wili of R. B. De Beauvoir, the 
“to the use of the right heirs of R. B. De 


esate 


: 
i 


limitation then took effect. The right heirs of R. B. De Beauvoir, at the 
time of his death, were his three sisters and the five daughters of a 
deceased sister, of whom the only survivors, at the death of the tenant 
for life in 1883, were four of the hters of the deceased sister. An 
action was brought by a person enti to a share of the estate of one of 
the three sisters, claiming a partition or sale, and one of the inquiries 
directed by the judgment was as to the parties interested in the estate. 


The chief clerk’s finding iv answer to this inquiry was based upon the 
principle that the persons as right heirs of R. B. De Beauvoir at 
the date of his death took as tenants in common, and not as joint tenants, 


and, consequently, that a one-fourth share in the estate was vested in the 
persons who respectively represented the three sisters, and he certified 
accordingly. A summons was thereupon taken out by the daughters of 
the deceased sister to vary the certificate by declaring that the right heirs 
of R. B. De Beauvoir took as joint tenants, the effect of which would be 
to make them solely entitled. 


Kay, J., having taken time to consider the case, now decided that the 
= heirs took as joint tenants. His lordship, after stating the facta, 
that the first question was whether the heirs took as persone 
designat@ or as co-parceners. The law was stated by Littleton (section 
254) thus:—“ None are called parceners by the common law but females, 
or the heirs of females, which come to lands or tenements by descent, 
for, if sisters purchase lands or tenements, of this they are called joint 
tenants, and not .”? on which Coke’s commentary was: ‘* This 
needs no lanation.”” The term “ purchase”? here meant, of course, 
not “buy,” but take by purchase, in contradistinction to descent. No 
authority had been cited to in any way contravene or throw doubt upon 
this statement of the law; indeed, the authorities such as Mouwnsey v. 
Blamire (4 Russ. 384) and Swaine v. Burton (15 Ves. 365), which were 
recognized in De Beauvoir v. De Beauvoir (3 H. L. C. 524), established the 
proposition that a direct bequest or devise to the heirs of a third person 
to whom no estate was given was a gift to the heir or heirs as persone 
designate. Tt was argued that section 4 of the Inheritance Act might 
make a difference, but the object of that section was merely to provide 
in what course land was to descend where the purchaser did not dispose 
of it, not to alter the estate taken therein by the purchaser himself. To 
meet this an ous ment was founded on section 3 of that Act, 
which, it was in providing that, under a devise to an heir, he was to 
be considered to have acquired as devisee, and not by descent, made 
co-parceners take as persone designate, and, therefore, it was ed they 
would, as joint tenants, take a different estate from that to which they 
would have been entitled under the old law if the descent had not been 
broken ; thus, in effect, altering the purchaser’s estate. He was not, 
however, dealing at present with section 3, but with section 4, which, in 
his opinion, did not alter the estate of the co-heirs. The application was 
accordingly acceded to and the certificate varied as asked by the 
summons.—CounseL, Horton Smith, Q.C., and R. F. Norton; Marten, 
QC., and H. Lake ; Smart and 8. A. Sampson. Soxicrrors, Lake, Beau- 
mont, ¢ Lake ; Parkin, Woodhouse, Trower, § Freeling. 


SHAFTO v. BOLCKOW, VAUGHAN, & CO. AND THE EOCCLESI- 
ASTICAL COMMISSIONERS—Chitty, J., 26th February. 


R. 8. C., 1883, XXV., 4—Sreimine ovr Srarement or OCxamm—Insuno- 
TION AGAINST Lessons IN RESPECT OF Acts BY LEssERES. 


This was a summons by the defendants, the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners, under R. 8. O., 1883, XXV., 4, for an order that the plaintiff's 
statement of claim might be struck out as against the applicants, on the 
ground that it disclosed no reasonable cause of action against them. It 
a that the plaintiff was tenant of certain copyholds held of the 
Manor of Bondgate, in Auckland, and that the applicants were lords of 
the manor. The statement of claim alleged that there was no custom of 
the manor entitling the lords thereof, or persons claiming under 
them, to get or work the minerals under the copyhold lands of the manor 
without the consent of the tenants thereof, and that the defendants, 
Bolckow, Vaughan, & Oo., claiming to do so under some lease from 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, , without such consent on the part 
of the plaintiff, ag tae! got coal under the oe, lands, and 
that the Ecclesiastical Commissioners wrongfully alleged that they were 
entitled, by themselves and their lessees, to do the acts complained of, 
and, in fact, justified, and approved of the acts of the defendant com- 
pany, and all that the company, as under the said lease, are 
and were entitled to commit such acts, and that the commissioners had 
received, and claimed to be entitled to receive, from the company rents 
and other dues, and the plaintiff claimed tt the defendants injunc- 
tions and damages. The applicants submitted, in support of the sum- 
mons, that there was no p ent for j a landlord in respect of acts 
by a lessee under a lease, the legality of w lease was not disputed, 
and that a mere allegation of wrong would not be permitted as a reason 
for joining defendants for the mere pur of discovery, and accounted 
for their desire to succeed on a pee ar cap de the ground that an investi- 
gation of their title deeds would cost the applicants £2,000. 

Currry, J., said that the statement of claim in substance set up the 
case that the applicants claimed the right to do the acts sought to be 
restrained either of themselves or by their lessees. To try such a ques- 
tion in the absente of the applicants would be most inconvenient, and 
the plaintiff was, in his lordship’s view, entitled to join the applicants, 
not only on the ground that they bad a large interest, but also because 
they claimed a t. The cases of Hext v. Gill (20 W. R. 957, 7 
Ch. 699) and ing v. Eckersley (2 K. & J. 264) shewed that 
defendants who aright could be joined, although they had not 

acts, 





last tenant for life under this settlement died 
in 1888, and, the preceding limitations having all failed, the ultinate 


exercised such right nor done the That the applicants 
claimed the right was, in his lordship’s j t, quite sufficient ground 
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for joining them. He therefore dismissed their a hy 
= event.—CounsEL, Whitehorne, Q.0., and J. G. Wood; Elton, Q 0., 
and Biekesley. Soutctrors, Harvey ¢ Capron; White, Borrett, ¢ Co. 


FOX ». ROTH WELL—Ohitty, J., 25th February. 


ForeciosunE—Mortcacer in Possasston—AccounTs PENDING Prop oF 
REDEMPTION. 


This was a motion by plaintiffs for foreclosure abgolute. The. property 
consisted of mills, and the plaintiffs, who were mortgagees in 
had provided working power. In July, 1883, judgment was given for an 
account of what was due on the security, for rents and profits, and for 
expenses of carrying on the mills, including working power. By the 
certificate, made in August, 1886, a sum was found due to the 
laintiffs, but since that time and before the day, in February, 1887, fixed 
or redemption, a considerable sum had accrued in respect of rents, but an 
affidavit by the plaintiffs was produced shewing that at the same time a 
er sum than what had accrued for rents been expended by the 
plaintiffs for necessary repairs and outgoings. The defendants did not 


appear. 

trry, J., said that he saw no objection to making the order as 
prayed,—Covnse., Levett. Soxrcrrors, Bower, Cotton, ¢ Bower, for Long- 
bottom ¢ Son, Halifax. 


Re HARTLEY, STEDMAN v. DUNSTER—North, J., 24th February. 


ApministraTion or Estars—Next or Kry—Liutr or True ror Estas- 
LisHING OLarm—Psgnpgency or ACTION. 


The question in this case was, whether the ency of an action 
by originating summons to determine n questions arising 
under the will of a testator had the effect of en the time 
within which he had, by his will, directed that his next of 
kin must establish their title to his estate. The testator 
his resid estate unto such person or persons who should n 
a year from his death establish his or her or their right or title thereto, 
either as his heir-at-law or next of to the .statute for the 
distribution of the personal estates of intestates, and in default thereof, 
and in case of his making no subsequent disposition of his residuary 
estate, he gave the same equally between the plaintiff and his two 
executors, Within a short time after the testator’s death this action was 
commenced, and inquiries were directed to ascertain who were the next 
of kin and heir. As there turned out to be no real estate, the inquiry as 
to the heir was dropped. Several claims were carried in 
who sought to establish their title as next of kin, but they 
so, Ultimately some persons named B. proved that they were the next 
of kin, but they did not do so within the year after the testator’s death. 
It was, however, contended on their behalf, on the authority of Franco 
v. Alvares (3 Atk. 342) and Toliner v. Marriott (4 Sim. 19), that the 
pendency of the action prevented the time from t them, 
and that, the action having been commenced within the year, they could 
establish their right at any time while the proceedings in it were d- 
ing. In Toliner v. Marriott a testator gave £100 to each of the children 
of his sisters, provided they claimed the same within five years after his 
decease by writing under their hands delivered to his executors. It was 
held that the filing of a bill by residuary legatees within the five years 
to administer the estate was equivalent to the making of a claim, though 
none of the children of the sisters were parties to the suit. 

Norrts, J., said that in Zoliner v. Marriott it was held that the filing 
of a bill was equivalent to the making of a claim; that was very different 
from the present cage. It was not held that the filing of a bill was 
equivalent to the establishment of a right. Moreover, the proceedings 
in the present action were not equivalent to an administration suit. The 
present action was brought to determine certain questions withont a 
general administration of the testator’s estate by the court. He held, 
therefore, that the B. claimants had not established their right in time.— 
Covysei, Cozens- Hardy, Q.0., and Chadwyck-Healey ; Rigby, Q.C., and 
Maidow ; Cookson, Q.C., and Dyne. Soxtcrrorns, Sharpe, Parkers, § Co. ; 
Dawes § Sons ;' Arthur M. Smith. 
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BALSAM v. WEBB—Kekewich, J., 24th February. 
Srarure or Fravps—Mrnvurss or Mzertinc—Coyrracr to Asston Leasz. 


In this case the question to be decided was whether minutes of a 
sufficient 
to sutisfy the Statute of Frauds, and so as to bind the to it to 
assign their interest in a lease to a company proposed to be formed. 
Haldon, by lease, dated the 2ist of December, 1885, demised to 

rsons, including the defendant, F. N. Webb, certain land at St. Mary 

urch, Devonshire. On January 28, 1886, the six lessees 
assented to a scheme, described in the following minute, which 
by all the lessees, including the defendant, Webb :—‘‘ Minutes 
of Lessees held on 28th January, 1886.—Present: [Then fo! 
names of five lessees, including the defendant ] per ames | 
[the defendant], and seconded by Mr. Webber, a ted lia 
company, to called ‘The Torquay Race Course Oo., Limited, 
formed, with a capital of three thousand pounds in £25 shares, for 

urpose of holding race meetings and other sports on the 

ry Church, recently leased by Lord Haldon to Mr. Balsam and 
and to take an assignment of the same lease, and that the necessary steps be 
taken to carry out the above. [Then followed various su 
ainongst others :—] That the six lessees be the first directors to 
until the first ordinary meeting of the company. [Here followed 
signatures of all the lessees, including Webb.]"" A company called ‘ 
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did the words ‘‘necessary steps to out the above’ mean. 
ee SS eee pany, Pepe ene atlsg | 

ute. Everything done an assignment. 
But there was n see thaieten adenine minute. His 
lordship could not see in the minute anything more than an agreement 
Os Gh emeny Oe He could find no contract 
to assign sufficient to satisfy the and judgment would therefore 
be for the defendant.—Counsz1, sim arm 29g dog and Yate-Lee; Barber, 
Q.C., and Badcock. Soxtcrrors, Brownlow ¢ Howe, for T. 0. Lindop, Tor 
quay ; Crowder ¢ Visard, for Windeatt ¢ Windeatt, Totnes. 











LAW SOCIETIES. 
MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIATION, 


TLe annual meeting of the members of the association was held 
on the 19th of January, when an account of the receipts and disbursements 
(previously audited by two of the members) was submitted and passed, 
and the officers and committee were ee ee The 
following gentlemen were elected the officers of the for 


ensuing year :— Mr. F. ; vice-presidents, Mr. T. L. 

Farrar Ae his 8. Woolosale; treasurer, Mr. W.’L. Welsh ; honorary 
eran Me ee Gill Ths report is ae by the honesaep 

deputy » Be Oe > was y 

von te and unanimously adopted. 


The SBening one nee a = ata ei 

Provincial Sittings Bill.—Karly in January 
a conference with the members of Parliament for chia district on 
fa Iy dlecossed, the oe oe So qocmeeel ered = 

’ mem 
ry Raeay so introduction of the Bill. At pe hpi 
a deputation from the Li 

The Bill was therefore again introduced into the 
Mr. Whitley, M.P., and your committee presented a 


ul! | 
lid 
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— sup) the Bill. 

verpool Law Society waited, on the 11th of March, 1886, on 
Chancellor (Lord Herschell), who stated that he was fully a 
io Lancaah ms ay ited ne y vetror ay that might 
in cashire, but suggested to m 

by new rules and orders towards 
take into his consideration any proposals for such orders 
presidents of the two societies 
waited on the aa MB pete 


to upon him 
Whitley's Bill. The Attorney-General expressed himself favourable 
views of the deputation. In 
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__ 304 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
Seis Aaieliet caniety oxo yremeted to obtain such a decision on an ap- | should be called together oftener to 


case being presented. 

Bankruptey— Private Arrangements.—Your committee having considered 
the subject of arrangements with creditors, was of opinion that legislative 
steps ought to be taken to provide for the registration of private arrange- 
ments, so as to make them binding upon all creditors, if assented to by a 
cae wg in number and value; but that compulsory registration 

it the power to bind such minorities, or in cases where all the credi- 
tors are agreed, would not be expedient. A joint deputation of your 
association and of the Liverpool Law Society and the Manchester 
Ohamber of Commerce, accompanied by the Mayor of Manchester and 
several of the members for the district, waited on Mr. Mundella, the 
President of the Board of Trade, and urged upon him the necessity of 
ae legislative sanction for such registration, but his views were un- 
favourable to the wishes of the deputation. 

The Manchester and Salford County Courts.—Your committee, in con- 
junction with other public bodies, presented a memorial to the Lord 
Chancellor in favour of the amalgamation of these county courts. Ulti- 
mately, the districts of Hulme and Cheetham have been reunited to the 
county court holden at Manchester. 

Bilis of Sale Act.—Your committee placed themselves in communication 
with the Attorney-General and the Incorporated Law Society, urging that 
the effect of the decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Barber on past 
bills of sale should be corrected by legislation, but they presume it was 
considered hopeless to attempt to pass a Bill in the last weeks of the 


on. 

Audience of Solicitors before the Railway Commissioners.—Your committee 
wrote to the members of Parliament for the district urging them to sup- 
port the clause proposed by Mr. Gregory, giving the right of audience to 
solicitors. ° 
Rating of Chief Rents.—The proposal to rate chief and ground rents has 
occupied the attention of your committee, who considered that such 
oe vows be prejudicial to the interest of this district, and therefore 

if the proposal was pressed to print and circulate statements on 
the subject, and to present evidence before the Committee of the House of 
Commons, Arrangements were made through one of our local members for 
the examination of the witnesses tendered by this committee. The 
dissolution of Parliament prevented the committee from continuing its 





BIRMINGHAM INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Birmingham Incorporated Law Society was 
held on the 25th ulf. The president, Mr. OC. E. Mathews, was in the 
chair. In moving the adoption of the report, the President remarked 
that they were in the happy position of having no history, there having 
been no gen affecting the interest of Birmingham or Birmingham 
solicitors which required them to take action. They had about got used 
to the Bankruptcy Act, and the only remark he had to make was that, as 
far as solicitors were concerned, the Act gave them the maximum of 
trouble with the minimum of remuneration, The work of the committee 
was sometimes a very thankless task. For instance, when they received 
the new County Court Rules from the Lord Chancellor, those rules had 
already been passed, so that it was too late to protest, Their chief work 

in reading through a quantity of Bills to ascertain how the interests 
the public and the profession were affected by them; but about 
19-20ths of this incipient legislation became abortive. The president 
commented upon the figures given in the report, which he considered 
oe i i with the exception of those showing a falling off in the 
number of student members. In 1877-8 they had sixty law students 
members of the society, their subscriptions amounting to £30, whereas in 
1886 they had only fifteen of these members, bringing in an income of 
eas. The balance carried forward had been increased from 
£116 to £130. Five of the debentures raised for the erection of 
had been paid off during the year, and they were now within 
distance of having the debt cleared off by the yearly savings 
on the debenture account. ‘The 11,000 borrowings of bokee seemed to 
indicate that the members were seeing the wisdom of trusting to the 
instead of buying text-books which soon got out of date. In 

g@ the Horton Prize Fund the committee had thought it better to 

@ sum of money to go with the gold medal than to make an additional 
They had nota gold m st this year among their students, 

but they must remember that last year two students attained the gold 
medal standard of excellence. The committee would submit to the 
meeting revised conditions of sale. These had been submitted to three 
ent counsel, and the suggestions of these gentlemen had been 
adopted where they seemed advisable. He congratulated the members on 


e 





discuss 
fession. aoa ae had sat down under the Bankruptcy 
lations, the County Rules, the new Judicature Rules, and 
other injustices, was most miserable. . 

Mr. Buller thought that the small number of student members was 
due to the fact that there were not so many men going into the law in 
Birmingham as there were formerly. He hoped that the legal practitioners 
of the town would some Ci napeang viewing the laying of the 
foundation-stone of the Law Courts asa body. He agreed with some of 
the remarks of Mr. O’Connor and Mr. Bayley, but thought that some of 
the criticisms on the committee were unfouhded. 

Mr. Johnson appreciated the injustice that had been done to solicitors 
in the county court practice and bankruptcy practice. That arose from 
the fact that the new rules were framed by barristers in fayour of 
barristers. As to the Bankruptcy Act, the pendulum of public opinion, 
and, therefore, of legislation, always swung from officialism to private 
atrangement, and from private arrangement to officialism. Forty years 

Lord Brougham thought he was bringing in the millennium vith his 
official assignees, but, after fifteen years, these official assignees retired 
amid the execration of the world, and so would the present official 
trustees if they gave them time. 

The President said that the matters referred to by Mr. Bayley and Mr. 
O’Connor had not escaped the attention of the committee, but no notice 
was taken of the re tations of provincial societies. It was better to 
act throngh the Law Society, with which they were 
. As to the conditions of sale, the committee had purposely 
a their preparation, having been advised to wait until some decisions 
had i that might guide them. 

Votes of thanks were to the examiners and other officers, and 
the retiring members of the committee were re-elected. 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The number of members is now 241, being six more than 
last year. 

The Horton Fund.—The fund, which was raised for 
memory of the services rendered to the society by Mr. Thomas Horton, 
amounts, after the purchase of the silver salver presented to him at our 
last annual meeting, to £100, and, with his concurrence, arrangements 
have been made for this amount to be invested in the name of the soci 
in Three Cent. Console—the income from time to time to be expend 
in g an additional prize to be presented to the winner of the 
gold medal. If in any year — medal is not won, the income for that 
year to be added to oy und. 

Reduced Subscription to Young Solicitors.—It has often been felt that 

oung page yanee a starting by themeelves are rather heavily handicapped 
a having to pay the three guineas subscription to the society, and to 
meet this difficulty the council have resolved ‘‘that members of the 
society, paying 1n respect of their annual g certificates, the reduced 
stamp duty of £3 should, in respect of the year in which any such certi- 
ficates expire, be c 
would have been charged if this regulation had not been made.’’ Mem- 
bers are requested to take notice of this regulation in the payment of the 
subscription just become due. 

Provincial Sittings Bill._—The Provincial Sittings Bill was again intro- 
duced into the House of Oommonr, Mr. J. Powell Williams kindl 
allowing his name to be put upon the back of it. A petition in eapport 
of the Bill was seeuened by society, but the Bill never reached its 
second peeing : 

Opening of the New Law Courts.—Your committee feel, in common with 
all the members of the profession, satisfaction at the progress which is 
being made in the steps for the erection of the assize courts. Several 
mem of the committee had the opportunity of inspecting the plans, 
and they venture to hope that the works about to be so happily inaugur- 
ated on the occasion of the visit of the Queen to Birmingham may be 


speedily carried to a satisfactory conclusion, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
Precimmary Examination, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at "gegen examination held on the 9th and 10th days 
of February, 1887. 


the fact that the first stone of the Birmingham Law Courts was about to 
be laid. Thé committee, aided in the Town Council by Mr. Johnson, had | Adamson, Reginald Callaway Bradley, William 
been agitating the subject for many years, and it was very gratifying to | Alderson, Charles Bretherton, William Talbot 
find that the object was now about to be accomplished. Both the mem- | Attwater, Walter Jones Brown, 
bers of the profession and the public might congratualate themselves that | Baker, Philip Burton, W: James 
the first stone was to be laid by the Queen; and he was sure that there | Barber William Byrne, Thomas James 
would be no reason for dissatisfaction with the reception which her | Bartle, William Godfrey Oain, Francis Augustine 
would get from the lawyers of the town. Bate, John Carnley, Charles Douglas 
Mr. Bayley ¢ thonght thet the cam ht d h tog | Begerioak 3 William Chopra "Sydney John 
8 ought that the committee might do something more for yaney Jo 
the interests of the profession than examine Bills which never into | Bell, Clayton, cis 
law. He instanced the way in which solicitors were treated in ptcy James Edmund Oleayer, Robert Clifton 
matters and the new County Court Rules. He thought that the condi- | Booth, Charles Joseph Compston, John Albert 
oe athemrdeay ecards ude ity wdetnsmeditel hamid 2 Dae real Bowes, Sanz Seaee Ap Oven Coombe, Percival Ernest 
the Act which had rendered the revision necessary was passed in 1881. Bracey, Frank Arthur Qoacinn dim Beary 
Mr. O’Connor agreed with Mr. Bayley, and urged that the members | Bradbury, John Crosby, Charles m 


matters of interest to the — 


rpetuating the — 


a subscription of one-half the amount which . 
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Heaver, Alfred Sinnot, George 

* Hensley, Thomas Herbert Skelton, Peter John 
hay Nathaniel Arthur Skinner, Robert William 
Hibbert, Alan Geoffrey Plumpton 
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Green, Francis Spranger Roberts, W 
Griffiths, Walter Hepworth 

Griffith- Williams, Alfred Mortimer binson, Oolin 
Groves, Sidney Rutherford, Charles Henry 
Ham, William Herbert Scott, Alfred 

Hampton, Wilfrid Herbert Shaw, James 

Hart, Walter Gray Shepheard, Lewte Wabuye 


H m, Charles William Allan 
Hopkins, Charles Russell 
Haghes Reginald I Leo 

Hughes id 
Hutchinson’ Elliot St. Wraurice 
Jackson, Stowers William 


Taylor, Glenmore Evans 
Tickle, Wilfrid Theodore 
Toller, Hubert Charles 


Johnston, Gerald Herbert Toller, Montague Henry 
Kelly, Stanley Hill Toulmin, George 
Kerr, Robert Chazles Vinter, Ernest 


Vulliamy, Frederick Arthur 


King, Orton Walker, Louis Sidney 

Kirk, William Watson, Miles Walker 
Latham, Ernest Weatherall, James Dale 
Lea, Joseph Samuel Wheatcroft, William Henry 
Lees, Joseph Herbert Willett, Arthur James 
Light, Leonard William Willett, Herbert 

Long, Cecil Williams, Hugh Noel 
Longmuir, James Arnott rral) 


Wo 4 
oth William Edward Bout- Yeoman, Oliver 








LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY, 


' Mr. Joun Srvcx Barnzs, solicitor, of Colchester, died on = 
from bronchitis, at the age of eighty-three. Mr born in 
1803. He served his articles with the late Mr. William W: Francis 
of Colchester. He was admitted a solicitor in 1834, and he 
in the hee for more than half a century. He had been clerk of the 
ace for Colchester ever since the passing of the Municipal Corporations 
ct. On the passing of the First County Courts Act he became assistant- 
clerk of the Colchester County Court (Circuit No. 38). In 1856 he 
became re; of the court, and in 1875 he became district 
under the Judicature Acts, but about two years ago he resigned on 
account of fai health. Mr. Barnes was for several the head of 
the firm of Barnes, Neck, & Dennis, but more recently he had potions 
alone. He had filled the office of under-sheriff of Essex, and he wase 
es commissioner for that county. He was chairman. of 
Suffolk Equitable Fire iety, auditor of 
Company, and a member of the Colne Fishery Commirsion. Mr, Barnes 
leaves a widow (daughter of the late Mr. James Nash), but no children. 
He was buried on the 25th ult. 


Mr. Hewny Sweet, solicitor, of Taunton, died on the 20th ult., in his 
sixty-ninth year. Mr. Sweet was the son of the Rev. Charles Barker 
Sweet, rector of rg a Arundel, and was born in 1817, He 

educated at Taunton College School, and he was admitted a solicitor 
1840, and had practised for over forty-five years at Taunton, having been for 
some time associated in partnersh with ; Charles 


= 


e 20th ult 


Fe 


| 


| 


solicitor to the West Somerset Railway Company, and he had ao! 


Device, Willers Jemes prema Png APPOINTMENTS. sit 

Devonshire, Archibald Mitchell, Percy Robert Mr. Gzorcs Browne Coens, solicitor, of St. ogg Ww 2 

Dingle, Frederick Burrington , George Melville 2 ae ae Cornwall yeal. ed ' 

te —— Glyn — Lewis Algernon es eres Mh rad for the te a > 
, ys orris, Ronald am : . a a 
, Arthur Geor; , Kenneth William in 1840, and he is in his son, Mr. George ee 

onl itor Be - Mumford Lugar who is clerk to the New Quay Board and to the Commissioners 

Emery, Henry Alcock oe. oe Montoliou poi and Cailisle, has been 

, artay, Mr. Jouw McKenven, solicitor, of 

Evans, Ern ti Nevill, teary Ghsknophen Court of 

Bren, Frank Persia Nind, Ronald Pitt eee Commissioner to siterinistar Oxehs in the Supreme 

Field, Henry pn Nye, Arthur William: Mr. Caarntzs Macro Wrison, solicitor (of > Berd & wae 

Finch, Ernest Cormack Q Balloren, Abn, Williom of Shefficld, has been lected President cn W, cea s oa 

Forman, Arthur Palmer, W Verney corporated Law Society for the ensuing year. ilson 

Senn Arthur — re Charles Bernard a solicitor in ara id ges os 

Fran ’ George cake, '° . solicitor : Acton) 

Franks, Arthae James Petman, John ot Weaduan. hes bese’ saaehed of the a Wales 

Fraser, Henry Edwin Eniliips, Honey Rewer I Law Society for the Se sn ae 

Gantck, Perey Kent eg Harry ’ layla theca os Mirfield, has been 

Geipel, Sidn Rees, Griffith Carad Mr, Jessen Inserson, solicitor, of 

Gibson, Kenneth Cawley Richardson, William Porter elected President of the Dewsbury District Incorporated Law 


for the ensuing year. Mr. Ibberson is clerk to the county 
Dewsbury, dork to ths ee an and solicitor to the Soothill 
School Board. He was a r in 1862. 
Mr. Ouantes Frepeatcx Lume, barrister, has been ted Junior 
Counsel to the Mint for the of Liverpool, Mr. Lumb is 
eldest son of Mr. Richard ——. UE. embaldon whe 
He was formerly scholar Do Oambridge, where he 
uated LL.M. in 1877. He was to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Term, 1874 and he pension ths Bomber Cine, ent of the 
Liverpool, Kirkdale, Bolton, le 

Lord Cotzripes has been President of the Exeter Literary 
Society. 

His Royal Highness the Duxe or Connavonrt has been elected Treasurer, 
pall tase Govan Peas Deputy Treasurer, of Gray’s-inn for the 
year 1887-88. 


Mr. Heasert Crrrrorp Savnnens, Q.C., genet of 
the bancuive Commits of the Gly wid Gulla London 
Mr. Saunders is the third son of Mr. Alexander Saunders, and was 
beet ase snp Chas i Chetek LMA, ees Halide tho Ua oh 
uated second class in Classics in He was to the bar 
Easter Term, , and he became 


Mr. Rosset Anruurn Wanp, solicitor, of Maidenhead, has been ap- 
ted Olerk to the and County 
is to the Rewngs Trustees. Mr, was admitted a solici- 

tor “ 


GENERAL, 


i 
f 





mk ke in the district. Mr. Sweet was the oldest member 
th 


Jecteaten sf Tpanton. He was buried at Trull, near Taunton, on 
e 25th ult. 





Mr. Joszrx Brawn Watxen, solicitor, of Belper, has been 
Clerk to the Little Eaton School Board. Mr. Walker was a 
solicitor in 1850. 

Mr. Puturr Dz Lavpez Lone, solicitor Oe os oe ay ag 
& Gardiner), of 17, Lincoln’s-inn- has appointed Clerk to 
Souk and Coach Hareeas See , in succession to the late Mr, 
Henry Nicholson. Mr, Long was a solicitor in 1858. 

PARTNERSAIP DISSOLVED, 

Arruur Bartey and Joun Atexanpsn Ruan, solicitors (Bailey & 
Bolton. The said Arthur will henceforth at No. 
Hood-street, Bolton. The said Alexander will henceforth 
practise at 62, King-street, Manchester. Dec, 31, [G@azette, March 1.} 
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being fixed in the case of future holders at a higher rate than £4,000 a 
year. ‘The matter had not been settled by August 6, when Mr. Holmes had 
succeeded Mr. Walker as Attorney-General, and Sir Michael Hicks- Beach 
urges the claims of Mr. Holmes forthe higher salary, while the £300 a 
year hitherto paid to the Attorney-General’s clerk in lieu of fees was 
The Treasury (October 4) assented to the higher salary for Mr. 

but still adherred to the decision already come to in the case 
of any future appointment ; and the paper concludes with a letter from 
the Irish Government refusing to accept the decision and adhering to 
their former views. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. AppzaL Count Appzat Court Mr. Justice 
No.1 No. Kay. 


Mr. Justice 
L Curry. 
Mar. 4 Mr. = Mr. goto Mr, poe Mr, Lavie 
Tucnday A: Pug Carrington 
ednesday 9 Leach Jackson Pugh Lavie 
oe 





Thursday .. 10 Godfrey Ki Beal 
te il King Jackson Pugh Lavie 
ay Ward I Beal Carrington 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Nogra, G. KEKEWICH. 
Monday, March. ......... 7 Mr. Ward Mr. Pemberton Mr, Godfrey 
Tuesday, .......... patscnaines g King Clowes Leach 
ee Ward Pemberton Godfrey 
- 10 King Clowes Leach 
Ward Pemberton Godfrey 
King Clowes Leach 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frimpay, Feb, 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


ABEROORRIS SLATE AND SiaB Oo, Liuirep.—Chitty, J, has, by an order, dated 
Jan 13, appointed Edgar Ashworth Harvey, 18, St Dunstan’s bill, to be official 


ABERAYRON MUTUAL SHIP pranes Soorety, LimiTeD.—Petn for winding u 
ited Feb 22. directed heard before North, J, on Saturday, March B 
, Bishopsgate st Within for Roberts & Co, Aberystwith, solors petners 
Eastern Counties LAND AND INVESTMENT CoRPORATION, LIMITED.—Ureditors 
on_or before March 25, to send their names and addresses to 
Cecil Moore, Crosby sq. Tuesday, April 5, at 11, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon tne debts and claims 
Lonpon AND LANCASHIRE PAPER Co, LimrTrED.—North, J, a amet March 
9, at 1, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquida’ 
‘AUB AND CASHMERE Carpet Co, LimiTep.—Petn for be ape 
28, directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on March 5. Payne 
Cornhill, slors for poner 
WEBB AND So LimirEeD.—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 24 
Giasted to be heard before ang »J,0n March 5 Field & So. Lincoln’s pa 
wns. see agents for Barlow & Co, Birmingham, solors for petners. 
Grocery Oo, Lumrrep.—Petn for winding up, presented Feb » 3. 
a ae before North, J, on March 5. Groom, ndon wall, solo: 


vate Gas Co, Lrurrep.—Petn for winding up, pryeated Feb 22, directed 
to be heard before A aaa J, on Saturday, March 6. Wilkins & Co, Gresham 


House, Old 
© Cour PALATINE OF ~~ amma 
LIMITED IN 


CHANCER 
a Seeuve Co, LEMrran. Petition for winding a presented 
be heard before Bristowe, V.C., at St George s Hall, > 
. March?7. Mather, Liverpool, agent for Welsby & Co, Orms- 
e petners 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


How Postan anpd TeLecrarH Empioves’ Frienpiy Sociery, Head Post 
ORDER OF Opp WoMEN, Boys’ 


Office, Kingston upon Hull, York. Feb 19 
Lopez, No. 4, Granp UNITED 
Mere Green, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick. Feb 16 
—TUESDAY, March 1. 


School Room, 
London Gazette. 
JVINT Stoos COME ARIES, 
« CHANCER 


BrewinGHamM REFRIGERATION Co, Laren. irediocns are required, on or before 
po nly thy Cy ped rg alg ereees nt Gulane of their debts or 
claims, to Levitt Waterloo st, ham. Tuesday, April 

19 at i Se appetntes ee for ieoatiens and ailjudi upon debts and claims 


resented 
Lattey, 


» Solors for 





Co, LuatTEp.—Petn for wind: ted Feb 25, 
directed to be heard betore Stirling, J.,on March ine Church & Co, Beat ord 
row, solors for 

HUDDERSFIELD AND ap yer Lee Peta for 


Co, 
winding up. presen nted Feb 28, directed to be hear’ before Ohitt nm March 
12, Jaques & Oo., Ely pl, agents for Hall & White, Haddersheid’ oa solors for 


oRTHERN Lonpon Estates Co, LuwiTrep.—By an order made by Chitty, J., 
oe vis § 19, it was ordered apa thee the velomtany winding up of the < company y be 
Pearpoint & Lock, Pall Mall, solege for petner 
Paorecron CARRIAGE AND Horse Insvugan o0. oc. —By an order made 
nieminer mm nem Ga eg me ses «4 - it was eoteped tha it the coneny be wound up. 
st, agents for Hodson, Burnley, ors for r 


peeTiees & Kinch, Brosd 


LoaiTep.—Ohitt % 
7 me Dilge,"ta bo sMisial Ine order oA eanygy ov. 12, 
Feb. 19, it was Gadered thet the fe-By an order, wade by Ohitty, J. oa 
Carter lane, sulors for the petner ba 
Counps'Easeusnn of ree 
ape aorguived, am or before 
ond partioulass 6 their debts 
bo send thelr names and addresses end H'Noreh John st, Liverpool 
ny ,Ape 18 ot, 1s appotntod for ‘or hearing and adjudicating upon the 





Hensuaw Street Sprxnive Co, Liuwrrep. 

Feb 25, directed to be heard before the Vice Chancellor at St George's Hall 
Liverpool, on March 14. Addleshaw & Warburton, Manchester, solors for 
P 

JAMEs BARKER & Sons, LuwiTep.—By an order made by the Ve ae 
dated hay 16, it was ordered that voluntary ding Bp of James 

Iu In Woon t Go Unie. Petn fi win chose Snore for peter 
UNOTION on Works Co, _ ‘or up, presen 
directed to be heard before the gat St Georges Mell Livespocl, 
on March 14, at 11. eaceter & San solors for petners 

LANCASHIRE HovsE mernay vagrant Con Lngsta —Petn for winding 
resented Fob on, directed to be heard before Bristowe, V.C., “at Bt 8 
fall, Live: , on Monday, March 14. Mather, Liverpool, agent for H 
Bolton, or for petners 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
. CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
London Gasette.—FRripay, Feb 18. 
LioyD, HENRY ator March 22. Venables v Lioyd, Chitty, J. 





MANTLE, THOMAS ALLEN, Wandsworth common, Professional 
Cricketer. March 19. Te? pase Co, v Mantle, North, J. Street, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Notices To CREDITORS UNDER TRUSTEES Aor, for seosrtion in the 

Leste Caen Se ae ay sacald bo nt a hel ate 

ers London Gasette, ‘ ’s-lane, W.O. The Gazette is published'ev 

Tuesday and Friday-LADv?-] 

UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
ee Day or CLarm. 
London Gazette. ae Toeepay. Feb. 22. 


a. m, Baueiate Rowley Regis, Stafford, Colliery Spcaed. April4. Wright & 

0, mt 

Banners THO tA Grosvenor rd, Pimlico, March 31. Tippetts & Son, Maiden 
e, 

BICKNELL, PHILIP CHARLES, Swilland, nr Ipswich, Clerk in Holy Orders. April 

4. Lawrance & Uo, Old Jewry chbrs 

eet | ae a . Lewisham. March 21. Lockyer, Gresham 

Cranes, LYDIA, orton _ Upper Clapton. April 20. Davies, Sherborne 
e 

Cooper, THomAs, Rawmarsh, York. May 10. Pashley & Hodgkinson, Rother- 

Cox, BoeatarDs ALICIA DE GRENIER, Moat Mount, Mill Hill. March 28. Harris 

Co. Essex st, Strand 
Cnooxe, , WitLtAae Leper a North Cerney, Gloucester, Esq. March 24. Mul- 
Cirenceste: 

Dame ars, JOHN, ye Belgium, Eeq. April 1. Upton & Oo, Austin 

EpGELL, Rev W1tL1AM OHARLES, Ugeleshall, Suffolk, March 15. Edgell, Chan- 

Aston Ingham, Hereford, Farmer. April 1. Marston & 


CHARD, 
Sons, Ludlow 
Taylor & Oo, Man- 


Fsu ae ana Manchester, Iron Merchant. March 31. 
ester 


c. 
Fercus, W. yton on Tyne, Durham, M.D. April 9. Elsdon & Dransfield, 
Newcastle a e 
PaRaiEe, SEs ony, Somers ere pl Es Hyde park, Barrister at law. March 
Freshfields é & Williams, Ba 


Fox, Wasoinar, Cheshunt, Hertford. yer 6. Archer & Son, Ely 
waame. Boseee TEMPLE, Harley st, Esq. March 23. Ingram & Co, Lincoln’s 
nn te 
Grove. ROBERT - 5 apt Green lanes, Stoke Newington. Aprilié. Irvine & 
odges, 28 
HayMAN, ALFRED, Neath, Glamorgan, Chemist. April 8. Morgan, Neath 


wueeey. i. Uuhell, Hillington, Norfolk, Esq. April 18. Loughborough 
0, Aus 
Hoprs, Wit114M, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. March 30. Leak & Co, Hull 


ewe, Jeet Hrrxry, Brandon, Suffolk, Gent. March 19. Harmer & Ruddock, 

reat Yarmou 

Ker, AGNES. Astwood rd, South Kensington. March 22. Arkcoll & Cockell, 
Tooley st, Southwark 

KIexKPATRICE, Joun SEaTON, Great Marlow, Bucks, Brewer. March25. Cripps, 
Great Marlow 

LockwooD, OHARLES TURNER, Leeds, Gent. July 1. Turner, Leeds 


Lockwoop, RosERT Woop, Leeds, Gent. April 2. Stephenson, Leeds 
Lovesoy, Isaac, Green st, Chelsea, March 19. Presswell, Queen st, Cheapside ' 
May, Sir THomas, Mayfield, Bart. April1. Deane & Nash, South sq, Gray’s inn 
a a 9 DANIEL, Tranmere, Chester, Carpenter. April 11. Madden & Co, 
vi 
MILLER, R14, East Lodge, Southsea, April7. Bird & Eldridge, Gt James st, 
row 
Moo Botanic Garden, Chelsea, March 31. Monckton & Co, Lin- 
“sce hn * 


NELSON, Ropert, Irlam, Lancaster, Farmer. March 4. Almond, Manchester 
PARKER, JOSEPH, Manchester, Merchant. March 31, Woodall & Marriott, 
meer EARS, Fernbill, Wingfield, Berks, Gent. March 18. Murray & 
fhovon Agim Mates Wasi, Lenenstes: April1. Henry Todd, Manchester 
SHaw, youwe, Westborough, Scarborough, Hotel Keeper. March 25. Dent, 


York 

STEVENS. EVES, SAPO Trentham, Stafford, Gardener. March 31. Slaney, Newcastle 
under 

STRICKLAND, RB, Portishead, Somerset. March 25. King, Bristol 


Tay1or, James, Heacham, Norf Baker. March 28. Saxton & Son, Queen 
bay Ti iis ~ 


Yuuanias, Mosranns Hastings. Marchi7. Baker & Co, Cannon st 
aay, on Evsrace, Semiey, iits, Captain. March 25. Milward & Co, 


WARNE, WINIFRED PENN, onesie: nia Mined: Waanin: March 12. Green- 
Plymouth 


way & Son, 
Watson, JOSEPH JOHN, Belper, Derby, Derby, Teseeper: March 2%. Walker, Belper 
Wirsow, York.” 2%. Dent, York t 

a mimamM Wratt, Kensington gate. April 15. Norton & Co, 


—Petition for winding up, presented — 
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London Gazette. Fama, Feb a6 
ASHLEY, a Deal, Kent. Aprili. Mercer & Deal 
ATKINSON, Carterhouse buildings, Aldersgate, Manufacturing 
“Apel 15. pe obects & Oo, Lime st 
Banks, HENRY, Bolton, Lancaster, Contractor. April 16. Watkins & Son, Bol- 


Baxsee, Issac. Brinsworth Grange nr Sheffield, Farmer. March 25. Smith & 

0, 
WItLuaM, Hertford st, Mayfair,"Doctor of Medicine. March 81. Lake & 
Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

BICKLEY, SARAH, Birmingham. April 28. Newey, Birmingham 

Braynz, AmMetis, Leighton rd, Kentish Town. March 26, Oooke & Jonas, Old 
Serjeant’s inn, ig pong be ag 

Brooks, THomas Inon, t. April9. Mowll & Mowll, Dover 


CouRPON, JOHN PETER, Devon, Gent. March 31. Dobell, Queen Victoria st 
CowHERrD, Lucy, Little Gonerby, Lincoln. Aprili. Beaumont, Grantham 
Dick, ALEXANDER, Waterloo, nr Blyth, Northumberland, Shipowner. April 8. 

np dngy & Son, B Son, Bl a 

Currie & Co, "Lincoln's ine inn fields "% 
Guncz, Tomas, Hardington Mandeville, Somerset, Yeoman. March 15, 
GOLLMER, CHARLES ANDREW, Margate, Clerk. April4. Russ, King William st 
Gorpon, Davin, Stevenage, Hertford, Tea Dealer. Aprilé, Veasey, Baldock 
Gorpon, Mary ANN, Stevenage, Hertford. Aprilé. Veasey, Baldock 
meget Mary Ametis, Wolverhampton. April 28. Riley & Kettle, Wolver- 


HaRprine, DANIEL, Woolwich, Kent, Gent. June1. Lockyer, Woolwich 
Honcese, x iad Southsea, Major General. April 16. Cavell, Waterloo pl, 


wit Hales, Norwich Wroxham House, Norfolk, Eeq. March 25. Hansells 
es, Norwich 
, JOSEPH, Olaverham, Yatton, Somerset, Yeoman. April 1. Ohap- 
pm Weston super Mare 
Pama. Pas Saran, Slough, Buckingham. April 9. Phillips & Randle Ford, 
Piatt, Samvet Ext, Gresham 
March Reader & Hie 
ROLFE (Jone em, 


ty Brixton, Publisher of Steamsh'p Guides. 
Rik my Gent. March 25. Becke & Green, 
SIvEWRIGHT, 2 Torquay, Esq. March 3{. Lawrence & Co, New sq, 


Lincoln’s inn 

Surrn, WitL1aM GrorcE, Mowenstle upon Tyne, Merchant. Aprili. Mather 
& Oo, Newcastle upon Tyn: 

BTOWER, ‘acon, Lansdowne rd, Notting hill. March $5. Johason, Lincoln's 


Tuomas, LuxKE, Leadenhall st, Merchant. April20. Hill & Co, Old Broad st 
TIPPINGE, FRANCIS GARTSIDE, Sansaw, St Mary,Shrewsbury. April19. Robin- 


ae da ptt , Wickh Southampton. April Gui & Renny, 
ckham, Southam 1. nuer 
Bishop's 3 Waltham : ° 
Yours, Joux, Haston, Southampton, Farmer. March 19. Blackmore & Shield, 


London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, March 1. 
nee JouN RoBERT, Sedlescomb, Sussex, Farmer. April 12. Allen, Canter- 


BARwes, "1 Bieta tridos Dukinfield, Chester, Yeoman. March 99. Buckley & 
Miller, italy 
Brac, Exiza M NOvARLANS, ‘Wyndam pl, Bryanstcne sq. March 81. Still & 
Son, a sq, Lincoln’s inn 
onnah’s Quay, Flint. March 31. Brassey, Chester 


BurrgRWorrn, Ayn, Rochdale, Lancaster. April 4. Holgate & Edwards, 
CUMBERLAND, CHARLES, Scarsdale villas, Kensington. March 31. Darley & 
Cumberian a 


a, J <= st, Bedford row 
OCurRRIE, GEORGE Wopznovse, Streatham, Surrey, Esq. March 81. Murray & 
DELLER. WILLIAM 7 ILLIAM, Reigate, Surrey, Fishing Tackle Manufacturer. March 21. 
Butcher, Old Jewry 
Feist, Cart Joseru, Frankfurt on Maine. March 30. Wilson & Son, Basing- 


cuca, Segene Lamune, Kingston on Themes, Gent. March 81. Sherrard, 
com's 

Gorngons, James, Olewer, Berks, Military Pensioner. March 25. Long & Co, 
Gorpon, Davin, Stevenage, Hertford, Tea Dealer. April 6. Veasey, Baldock 
Gorpon, Mary Ann, Stevenage, Hertford. April6. Veasey, Baldock 


GREATHEED, Rev SAMUEL Seraenes, Stanford le Hope, Essex. _April 7. 
William Greatheed, 174, Euston rd 
GRIFFITHS, ms, Crponess, Albion rd, Sth Hampstead. April 1. Griffiths, Warwick 


Ha tees, f Stafford. Aprili2. Hand & Co, Stafford 
HvuTcHINSON, JOSEPH, Halifax, Gent. April16. Wavell & Co, Halifax 
wnat ° coum, Dart Green, Worcester, Blacksmith. March 31. King & 


Ww, 
J. JosHvUA, Gresham st, Wareh . March 23, Emanuel & 
way tS - sp st, ouseman Simmonds, 
agay * wg Lianhilleth, nr Crumlin, Monmouth. April 5. Dauncey, New- 
Kurx, Guones, Notting hill sq, Gent. April7, Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, 
J onN WIGNAIZ, Leeds, Civil Engineer. March 25,. Curry, Cleckheaton, 


via Norman’ 
Luwwon, THomMas, Bourne End, Buckingham, Esq. March 25. Lunnon, Marlow 
Moors, eg mye Warsvurron, Whitehall, April25. Surman & Quekett, Lin- 
] 

Newport, ExL2y, Utkinton, nr Tarporley, Chester, March 31, Fletcher, North- 
Parrirt, GzOoRGE, Pen y lan, nr Cardiff, Engineer. April 30. Hamilton & Hume, 
PaRRINTON, JOSEPH, Mettingham, Suffolk, Gent. March 28. Norton, Bungay 
a — bo gras Dawlish, Devon. March 25, Woollcombe & Prid- 
Roxsrnson, THOMAS, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. April 25. Mary Robinson, Leighton 
RUssELL, , Silver st, Edmonton. April 90. Scott, Austin Friars 
Rmowss, Czassoren, New Cross rd, Deptford. April4. Staverton Mathews, 
Suowztt, Davip, Old Kent rd. April4. Staverton Mathews, Great Russell st 
Sus, the Rev WiiL14M Freanor, Lee, Kent. April’. Scott, Austin Friars 




































Tounen 7 thy ManeOTe oo, Hotel Propels March 19. Bennet & Co, 
whine om ew St. John’s Wood, Gent. March 2%. White, 


Wanz, Ann, fimo york “avril 1. Wise & Son, Ripon 
WALLER, Ropsrt, Kingston upon Hull, Valuer. April 19. Leak & Co, Hull 
WHALLEY, Ann, Castle Uhurch, Stafford. April1%. Hand & Oo, Stafford 


Wir114Ms, ABRAHAM, Barnard’s green, nr Great Malvern, Gent. April 1, 
‘WorMaLp, THoMas, 
Woodall & Marriott, 





Be. a have sat Veta i Yentess Wat 
sur ga rae ee Bee 


(Estab. 1875), ore), who 
ety Su ee in 





oT on fom & ney 1 Queen Vi iN 
Mall 8.W., & 9. Pe ereiat. RO vered free.—[ ADV. 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRipay, Feb 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ArpEnMax, EDWIN CHARLES, Southend, Clothier. Chelmsford. Pet Feb 19. 
"Ord Feb 23 


Dammann Tern: Guidls: Renmin, Daaiiadeas Wigan. Pet Feb2i. Ord 


Aub, Oxanias Wizax, Cheltenham, Grocer. Cheltenham. Pet Feb 2t. 
ar » Guonee Sasun, Laveapoct, Palitant Meshes. Liverpool. Pet Feb 
Dat, Sageeee ERICK WILLIAM, Nottingham, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet Feb 21, 
ILLIAM, Great St Helen's, Shipper. High Court. Pet Dec 8 Ord 


W: 
: ae Fenton, Staftor out of business. Stoke upon Trent and 
» Mosman, Wightn, Oumbssinady Machiates, Carlisle, Pet Feb 22. Ord 
Se eee ~ 
W: Gravesend, Kent, Milkman. Rochester. Pet Feb 
Coates, ALLEN Martin, Sheffield, Station Master. Sheffield. Pet Feb2t. Ord 
Dam edie Faaxon, Bunngton gs, ion. High Court. Pet Jan 17. 
RRL manent ing High Court. Pet Jan 18, 
Daves, Cuauins Fuxpunic, and Wri Canes, Remnen, Brower, 
Door, Wiis0% 2 Biaxton, © ae oectinie: Bunders’ Burveyor > Carlisle. Pet Feb 22. Ord 
Desams, jus, Brwell. h, Be Potion, eeienibenens, Phemee, Newcastle 
am —y otal ~ £~ 1~ ternary rete noven Brighton. 
Farmporeas, Seas, Soe Lancashire, Confectioner. Blackburn. Pet 
Farmer, Gzonez, Worcester, Baker. Worcester. Pet Feb i. Ord Feb 21 
pay Rg Ny rag - 7 alates 
Gmumveman, Witla as ILLIAM GEORGE, Frinton, Colchester. Pet Feb 
Gnax, Oxiniss, Womersley, nr Pontstract, Yorks, Joiner. Wakefield. Pet Feb 
Gray *imomas, Nottingham, Plumbers’ Merchant. Nottingham. Pet Feb 23, 


oe aves gram Bradford, Worsted Spinner. Bradford. Pet 
Bawa ee TmegAs FORM, _ REE Pe High 


Hows, Hoan Jos, Rhyl, . Bangor. Pet Feb 2. Ord 
el scone es High Court. Pet Feb 21. 
Jouus, SORE, Aneenven, Giemongtn, Deiges. Neath. Pet Feb 22. Ord Fab 22 
LANGLEY, Marrens Rissanees, Cele, Warepe,. See. Birmingham. 

svone, iaangurs, i Montgomery, Innkeeper. Newtown. Pet Feb 11. 


Macu, Jonn, Manchester, Machinist, Manchester, Pet Feb 22. Ord Feb 22 
MASVIILD, Wriitsm, Teanton, Licensed Vistasier. Taunton. Pet Feb 21, 


, Hira Onan, Walsall, Collar Maker Walsall. Pet Feb 22. Ord 
Monge, coat Guede, Siasttetd, Salting, Spee ahepes Nottingham. 
MrcmeLag, 34) Ta cum Hscmanne, Pensanes, Painters. Truro. Pet Feb 21. 
Paox, Fuses Hay a, Brighton, Refredimsant Coutenaten. Brighton. Pet Feb 
Passa orenk, Tata, Peni Leeds. Pet Febai. Ord Feb 2t 
Paakgn, REAR, Birmingham; Messe Doster, Birmingham. Pet ¥ebs. Ord 
es er 


Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. April 9. 





a 
By 
at 
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308 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. Mar. 5, 3884. 
Pauagee ALraxp, Pontlottyn, Glamorganshire, Broker. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet | Watson, Ronzet, Hotel Keeper: March 4 at 2. Off Reo, - 
@1. Ord Feb 21 48, Hamilton sq, : 

a alga oma Cattle Drover. Blackburn. Pet Feb 21, Ord | Wrxp 2% March 4 at 12. Off Rec,” 


eee bet Be Bastionsh, Turville, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Oxford, 
Feb 2. 22. Ord Feb 
a Sees. JAMIN, Sante. Yorks, Builder. Barnsley. Pet Feb 22. Ord 
Sa Epwarp Aveustus. Apsley rd, St Ann’sHill, Wandsworth, 
oe bang High Court "Pet Jan 31, Ord Feb 21 
ny ra, James, Runcorp, Cheshire, Agent. Wowlaoten. Pet Feb 23. 
'e 
a, Clee, Lincs, Smack Owner, Great Grimsby. Pet Feb 21. 
eb2 
Sritspury, Grorce, Leek, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. Macclesfield. 


Pet Feb 22. Ord Feb 22 
TayYLor, ~~ 4 Fordington, Dorchester, Engineer. Dorchester. Pet Feb 
22. 


x Feb 22 
Trpay, ANN, Gravesend, out of business. Rochester. Pet Feb 2t, Ord Feb 21 
Topp, CHARLES Scorson, patter sq bldngs, Steam Ship Owner. High Court. 
‘Pet Feb 21. Ord Feb 
Towns, Pet Feb 23, 


% Posane, North Shields, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. 

e 

Komp. 73AE x Hyson Green, Nottingham, Draper. Nottingham. Pet Feb 22. 
e 





FIRST MEETINGS. 
ASHTON, ey rte Hyde, Cheshire, Oorn Dealer. March 17 at 2. Townhall, Ashton 


yne 
bm Orrell, Lancashire, Auctioneer. March 8 at 10,30. Wigan 

Coun Cor 
Barnes. on Otham, Kent, Shoemaker. March 5 at 12. Off Rec, Week st, 


ie... . OBARLES Witttam, Cheltenham, Grocer. March 5 at 3.30. County 
Cor Cheltenham 
ARD, WILLIAM JoHN, Nunhead grove, Surrey, Traveller. March 4 at 2.80. 
Garey st, Lincoln’s inn 
BEET, ERICK WIL1L1AM, Nottingham, Tailor. March 7 at 3. Off Rec, 1, High 
pavement, Nottingham 
Briacow, CUTHBERT, eng Manchester, Ironmonger. March 4 at 11.30. Off 


Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Bray, “oy HENRY, Truro, Carpenter. March 4 at 11.30. Off Rec, Boscawen 
Brown, RosBeERtT, Wigton, Cumberland, Machinist. March 8 at 12.30. Off Ree, 
34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
Buriey, WILLIAM ‘sep estate), King’s Norton, Worcestershire, Lamp Manu- 
facturer. March 9atit. Off Reo, Bispinghem, 
CHARLES, Camb: ee: rd, Mile end, Club Proprietor. March 4 at 12. 
83, wey st, Lincoln’ 
Brace, THOMAS, ‘Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. March 4 at 11. Off Rec, 22, Park 
Contes, Joun, Cheet! ham, Manchester, Fruit Salesman. March 4 at 12.30. Off 
Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Dopp, Wi1son BLaxton, Carlisle, Builders’ Surveyor. March 8 at2. Off Rec, 
4. Fisher st, Carlisle 
Dowxxn, SAMUEL, jun, Bywell, nr Felton, Northumberland, Farmer. March Sat 
230. Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
, APPLEBY, ns co Grocer. March 4 at 12. Off Reo, 74, New- 
borough st, igabers 
Ex.1orr, THomas, Barnsley, er. March 9at 10. Off Rec, 8, Eastgate, Barns- 
Bvans,; JOHN, Haminiog, Cardiganshire, Shoemaker. March 4 4t 2.15. Town 
hall, Aberystwith 
Farmer, GEoRGE, Worcester, Baker. March 8 at 1i. Off Rec, Worcester 
rome. JossPH HYMAN, and Louis FREEDMAN, Gt Eastern st, Shoreditch, 
Furniture Dealers. March 4 a‘ 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 
GILL, THomas osm. Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Grocer. March 4 at 11. 
Off Rec, ng n pavement, Nottingham 
eb, St Swit ad st, Hampton, Grocer. March 9 at 11. Room 16, 30 and 
i chinks nd aw. Bug1zY, Birmingham, Lamp M 
Writs ¥, Birmingham, anufacturers. 
wate Oy It. ane Rec, Birmingham - 





H ieee & (sep eptate), King’s eaeam, Worcester, Lamp Manufacturer. 

JONES, JOHN, eg Glamorgan, raper. March 7 at 11. Off Rec, 6, Rutland 

KITOHING, iam. ¥ raptey Bldgs Aldermanbury, Mantle Manufacti . 4 
at vo biden, Lincoln’s inn -- eres 

ae —. South Norwood, Builder. March7 ati. 109, 
Jom} he meres = Machinist. March 8 ? 4 Fi 
7 st anch re at 11,30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 

iddle Rasen, Lincoln, Farmer. March 8 at 12. Off Rec, 2, St 
d Victualler. March 5 at 11.90. Off Rec, 
ikton on Tees, Builder. March 4 at 11.15, Off Rec, 8, 

—_, —— wee a Northampton, Farmer. March 17 at 12, County 

EpwarpD ewan lyn, Cardi; F M 
pea townhal, eth : a ‘armer. arch 4 at 1.45. 
Taomas, Stockton Buil atch 4 

ron We — Spa “5 pris w obinati- Damncbs 

% Ls Ene a dees nr — ine Merchant. March 8 at 
“rma, Wood se, Bola Lanes, Heoretary to Building Societies, March 4 at 11. 

R S, Rangoen,, Chnathiieey Draper. March 11 at 11.30. Oourt house, 

am fewer, Maidstone, Chemist. March 6 at 1. Off Rec, Week 
Romkson, Winn Gt A deco Durham, Intikeeper. March 4atit. Off Rec, 

, Moses, St Paul’s rd, Ron J 

pows~ =a bury, Jeweller. March 7 at 3. Whitehall 

SuaRmMan, THO: Jynesbury, censington, Butcher, March 4 at 11. Cross 

SPrisBuRY, Guoroe. Leek, seated L Licensed Victualler, March 8 at fi. Off 

Edward st, Macclesfield 
Sratt, Wottinghar, Machinist. March 4 at 3. Off Rec, 1, High 
Srewaxt, agg 9) MALcorm, Liverpool, Broker. March 8 at 1%. Off Rec, 35, 


Victoria st, 
Tanay, xm, Rei out of business. March 7 at 11.30. Off Rec, High st, 


Town, Boozer, orth Shields, Builder. March 9 at 2, Off Rec, Pink lane, 
upon Tyne 


a ST ieee ham wd, Brixton, Mareh 4at2,30. cre pee | 












, Gent. Match 4 at 12. © 
& 
tuted for those published in the 


head 
denhead 


mbrs, st, 
Wotrr, H. Devmaonp, 8 ara 
The following Amended ne eondon are 


wg = 
BUNCE, quonss, & b. 8 at2. Bell Hotel, 
Margs, TH omnes, aidenbeat, Bat Baker. Pep. 28 at 12.30 Bell ihe 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apams, FrepErick Wrii1amM Henry, Sydenham 
Pet Feb 10. Ord Feb 22 


ADAMs, JOHN, Portsea, Bootmaker. Portsmouth. Pet Febi7. Ord Feb is 
ATHERTON, JAMEs, Orrell, Latics, Auctioneer. Wigan, Pet Feb2i. Ord Febag © 


BECKETT, Qaones Bt StaTeR, Liverpool, Builder's Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Feb 7 
22. 
BENJAMIN HL, Sheffield, Picture Frame Maker. Sheffield. Pet Jan 18. Ofd © 


Feb ig 


BowERBAN WHEBAEE, Many, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, out of employment. Liverpool, — 

Bristol, Beer Retailer: Bristol. Pet Feb 16. Ord © 

havea Be Festce. cmt. cf tustnem, Stoke upon Trent and Longton, ~ 
e' cease 


Ord Feb 22 
oe iebs peones Ww 


Nottincham, ruiteres: Nottingham. Pet Nov 2%. Ord 


~~ on ; 
CACKETT, Sisiia Wit11aM, Gravesend, Milkman. Rochester. Pet Feb 2, 
Ord Feb 23 


CHERRINGTON, CHARLES Hi Donington, Lincolnshire, Draper. Peter- © 
. Pet Feb 16. “Ord Feb if 
Conner, DuncAN McNaB, Maze Pond. Bermondsey; Leather Merchant. High : 


Ord Feb 22 


Cunris, JOHN, Sutton on Hull, ‘Yorks, Brick Manufacturer. Kingston upon — 


on _ Pet Jan 28. 
VIL, 
eb 16. ” Ont eb a1 
Dopp, Wurson B: 
Ord Feb 


Ord Fe 


ELwoop. 


Feb 14. 


Ord Feb 
mora Heb’ 1 Nat Midhurst, Sussex, Auctioneer. Brighton. 


abel Feb’. Le rts 


“Gana Worcester, Baker. Worcester. Pet Feb 21. Ord Feb 21 d 
GEORGE LANSDELL, Beeding, Sussex, Accountant. Brighton. Pet ~ 
Feb 11. Ord Feb 23 


Gitt, THomas J. er knall T Groce: 
ee Pet a ‘Ona re zoe ‘orkard, Nottingham, r. 


BAY i eb a1, Ord Feb at 


HExus, JOHN, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farmer. Birmingham. Pet Deo 2, a 


‘eb 
Haas, James, Oxford, Cab Proprietor. Oxford. Pet Feb2. Ord Feb 28 
Homan, HERBER Jos, Rhyl, Hairdresser. Bangor, Pet Feb22. Ord Feb 20 


HuGues, HuGH PRITCHARD, sen, and HuaH PRITCHARD — jun, Walton, 
Lanes, Builders. Liv 3 Pet Feb. 14. Ord F 3 
JARED. Jous DaxtE, Ken town rd, Plumber. ‘4 Court. Pet Feb 21, ~ 


MaGrILL, JoHN, Manchester, Machinist. Manchester. Pet Feb 22. Ord Feb 23 


MANSPIEID. Witstux, Taunton, Licensed Victualler. Taunton. Pet Feb 2. ~ 


Moers, . 4a Deneviiie rd, Denmark hill, Betting Agent. High Court Pet 


Nionoxas, J AMES, and JOHN RicHARps, Pen#ance, Painters. Truro. Pet Feb1%, | 
e 


Ord Feb 
PaRk, Sopuis, Leeds, Publican. Leeds. Pet Feb2t. Ord Feb 2 


, ALFRED, N= pata Glamorganshire, Grocer. Merthyr Tydfil. 
Feb 21. Ord Feb 2 
PILKINGTON, 


Feb 21 


a 21 
TzBay, ANN, Gravesend, out of business. Rochester. Pet Feb 21. Ord Feb 28 


ian ¥ge Loughborough, Tobacconist. Leicester. PetJan3i. Ord © 


Wuxe, SAMUEL WHALEY, Colsterworth, Lincolnshire, Chemist. Nottingham. 
Pet Feb 17 Feb 17. Ord Feb 22 ms 


Winstons. Wit11aM Henry, Cardiff, Jeweller. Cardiff. Pet Feb 17. 
e 


London Gaszette.—TuEsDA¥, March 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AINGER, EDWARD, Walthamstow, Grocer, High Ooutt. Pet Fob 2% Ord ~ 


arepen, Cnsceae Forse, Seta: Satie Walsall. Pet Feb 24. Ord Fob 
ities Bantam, Lexden, Colchester, Bakers; Ool- ~ 


Sierk. Newport, Mon. Pet Feb2. Ord — 


BANYARD, REUBEN, ani 
chester. Pet. feu a Ord Fe 
eos CoNnRAD, 


rae eer eee Sree ene 


Pet Jan Si. Ord Feb 2s 
Chelmsford, Pet Feb %: 


Bray AuszssDan, Shrewsbury, ape. Shrewsbury. Pet Féb7, Ord Feb % 


CANTRELL, GrokaE Stretton, Staffordshire, Coach Builder. Btirton on — 
Troms, Eos Feb at Eye eeb = bus. Ord Feb 1% : 
‘CEE, Pickering 2 Magineman. Scarborough. Pet Feb % Ord = 


e 
CHATTERTON, JOH Cheshire, out of and 
cethyich es employment. Nantwich 


Pet Fe 11. 

Cooxe, W: y KiSetRrne 

KE, a, Wri end “ ee 2 Cooxs, Swansea, Oil Refiners, Swan 
er 

Gipson, RopErt, Purston, pi Joiner: Wakefield. Pet Feb a. Ord Feb® 


GrosutTr, THoMmas, Sheffield, Bookbinder. Sheffield, Pet Feb %. Ond Feb as 


Maeeongh, Fob Feb if, Od 


Colhs WRCPAT Os 


, Kent, Baker. Greenwich, § 





y Hampton, Gloucester, out of business. Swindon. Pét — 
, Carlisle, Builders’ Surveyor. Carlisle. Pet Feb 9. 7 
Joux Saxsua, Parkeston, nr Harwich, Butcher. Colchester. Pet 
Secure, wae = Seaton, Sussex, no occupation. Brighton. Pet Dec 28, g 
Pet Feb 11. © 
Haminiog, Cardigan, Shoemaker. Aberystwith, — 





Nottingham. @ 
Womersley, nr Pontefract, Yorks, Joiner. Wakefield. Pet 


’ Blackburn, Cattle Drover. Blackburn. PetFeb 16, Ord | 

Rees, Davip, Swansea Valley, Timber Merchant. Neath. Pet Feb 7. Ord © 
e 

ae, Komen Clee, Lincolnshire, Smack Owner. Great Grimsby, Pet Feb ~ 


Ord | 





Gainsborough, Jeweller. Lincoln. Pet Feb %. Ord 7 


Grover, Stockton on Tees and Middle» ; 








ER Qe wg 


Gece 


94a seg eee 2 ee 















upon 
, Pe 
ob 2. 
Pet 


Ord 


Feb #4 
i Ool- 


. Ord 
fanley, 
ab 26 

Feb 25. 


Feb % 
ton on 


& Ord 
ch and 
Swan- 
5. Ord 


'éb © 
b 25 
iddies- 
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Havserc, WitL1AM, Bristol, Clothier. Bristol. Pet Feb 15. Ord Feb 25 
ALFRED, Stroud 

Haun wag, Alea >. Serond green rd, Finsbury pk, Ohina Dealer. High Court. 

Hnstor, Jone, Manchester, Theatrical Manager. Manchester. Pet Feb’. Ord 


meee, ee by 2 Cuaux, Bolton, Lanes, Licensed Victualler. Bolton. Pet Feb 
thaseneen, towne Upton on Severn, Worcester, Boatman. Worcester. Pet 


Feb 24, me 
Homayeats, hg Boxted, Essex, Farmer. Oolchester. Pet Feb 26. Ord 
e 
Isaacs, C, Manchester. Manchester. Pet Feb9, Ord Feb.24 
Ivory, HENRY JosEPH, Copenhagen st, Oaledonian rd, Bookbinder. High 


qars. Pet Feb 24. Ord Feb 24 
Lead 


Joums, Dasani enhall st, Iron n Meveuiat, High Gourt. PetJan2i. Ord 
e 
ct, 


KinasFrorD, CHARLES Tomson, and Ernest ALFRED ee, 
Seething lane, Brokers. High Court. Pet Dec 20. Ord Fe 
Laat, Isaac, Seoulton, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Norwich: Pet «. Ord 
‘e 
Leecurr » Faas Ion, Gt Yarmouth, Fish Merchant. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Feb 
e 


Lovicx, Harry Epwanrp, Leeds, Joiner. Leeds. Pet Febas. Ord Feb 94 


, Fppommas, Moams, 0 te st, Lith 
For omar bos oorgate st, ographic Artist. High Court. Pet 


MONTAGUE, Momtacus. M te Pet 
yaun, Meerere, oorgate st, Lithographic Artist. High Court. 


BWiAED, GXAPREM, High st, Stepney, Tailor. High Court. Pet Feb 5. Ord 
orompras, | Srzon, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. Walsall: Pet Feb 98. Ord 
Honeys, ke JosEPH, Somerton, Somerset, Plumber. Yeovil. Pet Feb 2. 
Orpacass, Axx, Brownsfields Farm, nr Lichfield, Farmer, Walsall. Pet Feb 

ayy Hewey, Gerrard st, Soho, Jeweller. High Court. Pet Feb 23. 
PRIneh J pe yl yh Wednesbury, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Walsall. Pet Feb 
Pummai, <b Merthyr Tydfil, Confectioner. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Feb 23. 


Ord Feb 23 
RAWLINGS, JOnN, Sedgley, Staffs, Builder. Dudley. Pet Feb 25. Ord Feb %5 


Rawnens, 1 Tuomas Aurk&p, Sedgley, Staffs, Builder. Dudley. Pet Feb25. Ord 
REDHEAD, JaMsEs, Liverpool, Shipwright, Liverpool. Pet#eb24. Ord Feb % 








Nafuay Samos. Epwtvxp, Paréham, Hants, Printer. Portsmouth. 
Bcaitbaee, Warras Ma Mbibcldharch on Arrow, Radnorshire, Farmer. Leo- 
minster. Pet Feb ai. Ord Feb 2 : 


Scott, Joan, Batley, Yorks, Rag Merchant. Dewsbury. Pet Feb 26. Ord 


e 
SEARLE, FeanT, Moretonhiampstead, Devon, Bootmaker. Exeter. Pet Feb 17. 
e 4 


Ord 
SIDEBOTTON, Wii1iAM, Rothwell, Yorks, Greengrocer. Leeds. Pet Feb 24. 
Ord Feb 24 


iN, COWLING, Bradford, Joiner. Bradford. Pet Feb23. Ord Feb 23 
Tavior, Jonn, Groves, York, OCowkeeper: York. Pet Feb25. Ord Feb 25 
TrEW, ALFRED CunDy, Ipswich, Builder. Ipswich. Pet Feb 2. Ord Feb 2% 
Vieror, Foe Fo st, Barbican, Straw Board Liner. High Court. Pet Feb 


Wastox, ge Cheltenham, Widow. Cheltenham. Pet Feb 25. Ord Féb 25 


ILLIAMS, silan, Glamorganshire, Farmer. Pontypridd. Pet 
Feb Re ‘Ord a eee . 


David, Mold, Flintshire, General Dealer. Chester. Pet Feb 24. 


Ord Feb 2 
1am Mama, Pouitycymmer, ar Bridgend, @rocee. Oardiit, Pet Feb. 
WOoORSLEY. aati, Setiberten, Lancashire, Manure Manufacturer. Wigan. 


Pet bob 300. 26. Ord Feb 
Wangs. = THOMAS, Besatetongh, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet Feb 17. Ord 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb. 1. 
Hicks, Jonn Snark, Manchester, Man of Domestics. Manchester. 
‘Fetien &. byte d od tice is f in the 
substituted for that published 
e following amendec notes the ot Feb. & 
bulator Manufacturer. Man- 
Stic is substituted for that in the 
ed n nied Bos ¢ published 3 
are” < pe Middle Rasen, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Lincoln. PetJan6, Ord 
FIRST 
ALDERMAN, EDWIN ORARLES, Southend, Clothier. March 9 at 12.45. Great 
Eastern — , 
Basaya. Saues Aoueee, ‘arnham, Grocer. March 10 at 1.30, Townhall, Farn- 
Surrey 
BanyarD, REUBEN, and Waiter Banyarp, Lexden, nr {Oolchester, Bakers. 
March 8 at 3.15. Townhall, Colchester 
BECKETT, Gowen a ee veepool, Builders’ Metchant. March 10at8. Off 
Bannon, 14 "Ceeaitt, Olerk. March 11 at 1%, Off Reo, 12, Trede- 
Buss, : fk Guonai, Kelvin tét uty, Builder. March 8 at 1, Bank: 
riptey bidngs, Lineo| inn ‘fi me 
Betta, Vee, Ma noiapenaiite, ‘Wiens, March 11 at 8. Off Rec, 3, 
er ’ 
aero Stafford, out of business. March 8 at 2, Off Reo, 
Caskets, EDWARD WiLLiamM, Gravesend, Milkman. March 9 at 11.30. Off Rec, 
High st, Rochester 


8 . 9 
compet gt Ree ete Reem March 9 at 3. 
JouN ot etford, Norfolk,Surgeon. March 11 at 12.15. Of | 
and Mane K.ramnen Ocoum,@wenseh, 00 telat. in 
Of 6, Rutland Swansea 
bona Cam, Seances, Solicitor. “March 1 et 11. Of Reo, ¢, Rutland *, 
, Sussex, no occupation. March 8 at 12. Off Reo, 


Evepuh JAMES Gainsborough, Seielaer. March 8 at 12:90. Of Reo, 
eS Confectioner, March 9 at8. County Oonrt, 


, Oxford, Ironmonger. March 14 at 11.90. Off Reo, 1, St Aldate’s, 
Gmuipoman, Xo guepataenseesrmeange st March 8 at 2.80, 





Geax, Onsnims, Wi Joiner. March 6 st 11.15. Off Reo, 
HAINsWworTi, “ orsted Spinner. March 8 at 11, 


HAarriso 

ra ia ea 

Hanvey, Gronoa bare oa March 

Hrcson, THOMAS Victualler. March it at 

Hovestrs oivood Belton eeceeunttie, Bodtaaa, March 11 at 11. 
Off Ww. 

Homan, Hever Jos, Fiintehite, Hairdresser. March 9 at 12. Off Reo, 

Bom, Carey st, Bromley by Bow, Grocer. March 10 at 11. 

J gene oh Lincoln a teeeee March 9 at 11. Of Reo, 
com, Wizsau Pasnaaee, Statagham, Dee Heteiies, March 11 at 2. Of 

Teas Hee Bigham jatar st, Berkeley sq. Match 0 at 2.90, 


LEBBELL, March 11 at 11.90. Off Reo, 8, 
rewitis. se Norwih Xone ee March Sat t. Off Reo, 
Lianidloes 


L’HUILLIBR, CHARLES, and Hatton Garden, Watch 
potas. Mareh 11 et eS. Portugal st, 
ce, Bowen th TW stan ter tiacong March 8 at 11.3). 


Nicw 

Maetenasle, 7, Raton, Warwickshire, Paper Hangings Dealer. March it 
Oren, <a Sa Agent. March 10 at 12%. 33, Carey st, 
PaaE, J. Bi Seeman Conneat March 9 at 12. Of 


oS = Monkton, Isle of Thanet, Gent. March 
ee on the Naze, Licensed Victualler arid 
porate Reaper, GS Destee Bmch 0 08 220. County 


Court, Blackburn 


RaDaEsD. Ay ee saeco geared March 11. at 2 Off Reo, %5, 
pre es 2 gee come oe March 14 at 3.80. 166, 


SaLaeeee oer kh Wee oodford, Essex. March 10 at 2.90. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's, 
SEARLE, M Davon, ;Boot ,Maker. March 10 at 10, 
ae March ii at 12. Court house, Upper 
SixroHT £08 ilonenz, Cle, “Linosin, &mackowner. March 9 at 12. Off Reo, 3 

ranvox, Gowan Gt Horton, Bradford, Sober March 6 at 1%. Off Reo, 
Ta ene: . Mator row Biedford ss . sinser March 15 at 12.20. Antelope 
pret 5 agereripranseetecs = Mateh 11 at 12. Off Reo, 17, Blake 
fo Rael, March 10 at 12.15. Golden Lion 


Wants ia Rogan ‘Bowialiy lane, Maker. March 8 at 1. 
Peet Hee, Linoatts ian Bi rr Qounty Court, Chel 


Wenztane, Dave, Meld, Fie, Secieiel, Deity. March 16 at 12. Of Reo, 
Wop, Wasnam Hey, Cardiff, Jeweller. March 10 at 11. Off Reo, 3, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Araahe. Onibia Tiremnene, Wolo, Gsetie. Walsall, Pet Feb @. Ord 
Baxvgx, Haxat, Otham, Kent, Shoemaker. Maidstone. Pet Feb 16. Ord 
Busty, Gzonen, rd, Hammersmith, Publican. High Court. Pet 
fan 5. 


mas. a. 's gate, St James's park, Auctioneer. Bigh Court. Pet 
ae Yorkshire, 2 Boatborough. Pet Feb %4. 


mee , Kennington rd, Stone 





High Gourt. Pet Janis . 
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HAvxwEL, ALFRED, Strou 
Pet roe 25. Ord Feb 25 


mw | Tuomas Joun, Uxbridge, Florist. High Court. Pet Feb 8. 
Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. 


Feb 5 
Hioeson, THomas CRANK, 
Ho Pet Feb 25. Ord Feb 2 


Feb 26 
ete C., Manchester. 


~ ‘rpmeed 


Manchester. Pet Feb 9. 


HENRY Sours! Roman rd, Barnsbury, Bookbinder. 


ace 24. 
Kine, W. 
Feb 21 


Ord Feb 


eum 5 Matviva Evizasetu, Coleshill, Warwickshire, Builder. 
Norwich. Pet Feb 24, Ord 
cB. Great Yarmouth, Fish Merchant. Great Yarmouth. Pet 


Feb 22. Ord Feb 24 
Isaac, Scoulton, Norfolk, Blacksmith. 
Feb 25 


Feb a Ord Feb 26 


Rk. CHARLES, and JULES DUBOIS, —_- Garden, Watch Manufacturers. 


Pet Feb 2%. Ord Feb 24 
Walsall. Pet Feb 22. Ord 


High ‘Gourt. Pet Feb 11. Ord Feb 2 
Lovicx, Harry Epwarp, Leeds, Joiner. , aX 


pees 4 ~ gaged CHARLES, Walsall, Collar Maker. 

'e 

awece, Henry, Nottingham, Schoolmaster. 
e 


NICHOLLS, StuzoN, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 25 


Ord Feb 25 


EDWARD ROWLAND, Lianfihangel Sonemraye. Cardiganshire, Farmer. 


. Pet Feb14. Ord Feb 
JOSEPH, > samatenat Le Staffs, 
26. Ord Feb 
inet Wrerran, Kencott, Oxfordshire, Farm: r. 
25 


Fe 
REDHEAD, James, Liverpool, Shipwright. Liverpool. 


d green rd, Finsbury pk, China Dealer. High Court. 


DANIEL, Bonted, Essex, Farmer. Oolchester. 
Ord Feb 26 


ILLIAM, Smalifield, Burstow, Builder. Croydon. 


Nottingham. Pet Feb 7. 

Walsall. 

Norman, Wit11aM Joseru, Somerton, Somerset, Plumber. Yeovil. 
e 


ton les Victualler. 
Oxford. 


Pet Feb 24. 
Scort, Joun, Batley, Yorks, Rag Merchant. Dewsbury. Pet Feb 26. Ord Feb26 


Ord Feb 24 
Ord 


Bolton. 
Pet Feb 26. Ord 


Ord Feb 


High Court. Pet 
Pet Feb 7. Ord 
Ord Feb 26 
Birmingham. | Warp, SAMUKL, WILLIAM 
tinhamshire, 
Wuirs. HENRY ABBLITT 
Md West Green 


WILson, CHRISTOPHER 
Pet Feb7. Ord Feb 2 


osiers. Not 
rd, Tottenham, 


Feb 26 
WILLIAM, Benyamin, Liverpool, Grocer. Liverpool. 
WuiitaMs, Marrsa, Pontycymmer, nr Bridgend, Grocer, Cardiff. Pet Feb) 
24. Ord Feb 2 


Pune NATEANIBL, Guiseley, nr Leeds, Oil Merchant. Bradtord. | 3 


SEARLE, HEnEy, Moretonhampstead, Devon, Bootmaker. Exeter. Pet Feb 17, 
SrpEBOTTOM, WILLIAM, Rothwell, Yorks, Greengrocer. Leeds. Pet Feb24. Ord | 
FONE... Cow1Line, Gt Orton, Bradford, Joiner. Bradford. Pet Feb 23. 
TAYLOR, Canoe, Fordington, Dorchester, Engineer. Dorchester, Pet Feb 22.” 


e 
Taytor, JoHN, Groves, York, Cow Keeper. York. Pet Feb 25. Ord Feb 26 


Tana. Epwakp, Tallartive, nr Cockermouth, Farmer. 
Workington. Pet Feb 17. Ord Feb 23 
FRANCES GEARE, residence unknown, Widow. 


SAMUEL Warp, and Wiii1s Warp, Mansfield, Not- = 
ham. Pet 


Cockermouth and © 
High Court. Pet Dect.9 
Jan 31. Ord Feb 23 4 

OMPSON WHITE. and JosEPH_AUGUSTUS) 
Grocers. Edmonton. Pet Jan 29. Ord” 
Pet Feb 2. Ord Feb? ~ 


ROBERT 





Ord 
Pet Feb 23. Ord 
Pet Feb 25. 


UvRREnT Topics oe+e 
Tue Griese Lanps BILL... 


LaNnD 
Walsall. Pet Feb 
Pet Feb 22. Ord 


AMINATION ‘ 
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Tae SoLicrtons’ PaRLIMINARY Ex- 


tesco seecoe 
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Ord Feb 24 





All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must 0¢ 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 











SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA| 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Solnbie Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 
The Ben Ea cena it ** the most nutritious, per- 


beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or | 


Benes oy inyaluable for Invalids and Children.” 
Mo commended by the entire Medical Press. 


all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such 


Made instaniareo 2sly with . 
to a Breakfas: Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocoatima a La Vanitxz is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate i is prohibited, 
{nm tins at Is. 6d., 3s., A 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
Trocers. | 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor. 


. Scmwarezan &0.,10, Adam-st,; Strand, London, W.U | 


P®OVIDENT LIFE OFFIO OE] 
(FOUNDED 1808), 
50, REGENT STREET, W., and 14, CORN- 
HILL, E E.C., LONDON. 





Invested este ine 
Annual 


Claims and Surrenders maid exceed... 
Bonuses declared . “ “ 


£2,4 5,955 | 
£319 215 
+ £8,000,000 
£2,629,814 | 


REVISED Clérerces OF ‘Assvhavos. — Foreign 
Residence and Travel.—Ail Policies aiready issued | 
and to be issued a'ter having been Five Years in 
Force—the Life Assured not being engagea in any 
Miltary, Naval, or Seafaring Service, and of the a.e 
ot Thi: years and upwards - shall be relieved from 
all con # eae as to Fureign Residence and Travel. 

Hat¥-Ceepit SysTEM.—Merchants, Traders, and 
others vequeng Ld at the ch of their Cepital, and 

‘olicy at the chea 
we ieeked to exam Pat 
System of this Offi 


the terms of 
ce. 


resent outlay. 
e Half-Credit 


Prospectuses and further information to be ob- 
tained at the Head Office, or of any of the Agents. 


CHARLES STEVENS, 
Actuary and Secretary. 


ACCIDENTS AT HOME AND ABROAD, 


Railway Accidents, Employer's Liability, 
INSURED AGAINST BY 


THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Income £246,000. 
COMPENSATION PAID ror 118,000 ACCIDENTS. 


£2,360,000. 

MopeRzaTs PREeMIuMs — FAavoURABLE CONDITIONS 
Prompt and Liberal Settlement of Claims. 
Cuareman—HARVIE M. FARQUHAR, Esa. 
West-End Office:—8, Grand Hotel Buildings, W.C. ; 
Head Office :—64, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C. 

WILLIAM J. VIAN, Secretary. 








hout a spice, or other admixture, it suite 


idling water, a teaspoonfal | 


Temp 
| Deputy y-~Chairman—CHARLE 





EDE AND SON, 
ROBE ‘4% MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
| To Her Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 
ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94 CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY. 
ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
Che only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom 
which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance Busi- 
ness. 


Chisz Office— 
216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and oan gape amount to 
£1,900,000 sterlin 
Chairman —J ages OuDpoN, i. of the Middle 
le, Barrister-at-Law. 
ARLES PEMBERTON, Esq. I. (Lee | 
& Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fi 
The Directors invite attention to the New ron of | 
Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 
Policies of Insurance granted t Ly contin- 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premi 
The Company ADVANCES Money on Mortgage 
Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute 
contingent. 
The Company also purchases Reversions. 
Prospectuses, Pad of the Directors’ Report and 
Ann Balance 8 ‘ = every information, sent 
post-free on application to 


FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


pax MORTGAGE INSURANOE OOR- 
PORATION, LIMITED. 
AMOUNT OF CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED, £700,000 
ces of the Co: 
nom oo all E.C. 


. ELL 
Sir Sypyey H. “WATERLOW, Bart. 


Policies are now 
M Freehold 


SRODEENT holders of Mortgage Debentures and 
ao eae Stock, against loss of principai and in- 


These Policies will be of especial advan to 
Trustees who ney held i came for 
consequent upon r Investmen’ 

Mos\gegoss inenting with n° ‘Corporation will 
also be enabled to obtain Advances at the lowest 
possible rate of interest. 

The Corporation also 
hears in the putes of of the Amount invested 

of their leases or at any fixed 


and conditions of Insurance apply 
ee By order, 
JAS. C. PRINSEP, Secretary. 





of 
or 





my Pome ro 
Corporation 
sehold 


For 
to the 


January 6, 1887. 


'UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS, 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d 
English made, 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT, 


WODDERSPOON & CO., 
ERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL 8 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.0O. 


HE NEW ZEALAND Laud MORT, 
GAGE COMPANY, Limi a 
iy ae gas | tully ied: 
£200,000 pai Reserve Fund, £12,000, 
The rire lonmss are limited to first-class fi 
| hold mertuaees. The Debenture issue is limited 


the uncalled 

| Home D: 
a, i+ Bassrow. He. 
RAHAM, Esq. 

} LaREWORTEY, 








7, REET, 








bearing pe 
44 per cent. for five years and upwards. Interest h 


A. M. MITCHISON, Direct 
Leadenhail-buildings, don, 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPA 
lished 1836. 
» H.C, ABEEDEEN: 4 
terrace. 
oe & FUNDS (1885) :— 


vo» £577,000 
191,000 
000 


OF. 
: 
“* 





Uompor: 1, 


eee eee 
oon eee vee 


eee vee eee 


LISHED 1 














fed On 


RENT 
.onthly 


free of | 
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